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fhe Third World Conference 
Against A- and H-Bombs and 
for Disarmament 
+ .  Homer A. Jack . 
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3. The sky hangs like a shroud overhead, 
And the sun's in the cage of the black, lowering cloud, 
No birds fly in the leaden sky- 
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4. All that men have created with their hands 
And their minds, for the glory of the world that we nve m 
Now it can be smashed, in a moment destroyed- 
Deadly harvest of two atom bombs, 
Then people of the world, you must watch and take care 
That the third atom bomb never comes. 
INTRODUCTION 
At the moment in history when public opinion against con- 
tinued nuclear weapons tests reached new heights in many parts 
of the world, and when the three nuclear powers seemed perhaps 
closest to a first-step disarmament agreement, the Japan Council 
Against Atomic and Hydrogen Bombs convened a world con- 
ference on nuclear weapons problems in Tokyo from August 6th 
to 16th, 1957. While the Japan Council held other conferences 
in Japan in 1955 and 1956, this was especially aimed to attract 
foreign delegates. Almost one hundred individuals from 25 na- 
tions attended in addition to almost 4,000 Japanese delegates. 
Most American peace organizations hesitated to send dele- 
gates to the Tokyo Conference. As a result, and by default, the 
Conference became even more pro-communist than i t  otherwise 
may have been. Three American delegates did attend. One was 
Dr. Homer A. Jack who had been working with an informal na- 
tional group in America dedicated to stopping nuclear weapons 
tests and supporting a first-stage disarmament agreement. It 
was decided that Dr. Jack should go to Japan to represent this 
group. 
Having read Dr. Jack's speeches a t  the Conference, i t  is 
our feeling that they should be published, first as a subjective 
record of the Conference and secondly as papers pertinent to any 
serious discussion of disarmament issues during 1957. The 
speeches are necessarily short, and not comprehensive discus- 
sions, since they had to be translated into Japanese, either simul- 
taneously or more often sentence by sentence. In  addition are 
included the full text of the Tokyo Declaration, certain supple- 
mentary official documents, and speeches by the Russian and 
Chinese delegates to the Conference. 
Obviously this account is not an official record of the Tokyo 
Conference. On the other hand, i t  gives important insights into 
an international event which hardly received notice in America 
and the West generally, although i t  was important news in Japan 
and in Asia. 
The cable address of the Japan Council is Antiatom - which 
is an appropriate title for this pamphlet. 
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The Tokyo Conference opened on August sixth, beginning 
w i t h  five days of  preliminary sessioms followed by five days of  
plenary sessions. A t  the official opening of the Conference, rep- 
resentatives f rom five nations including myself were invited to  
respond to the welcoming address given b y  o f  f ic iak of the Japan 
Council Against Atomic and Hydrogen Bombs. 
RESPONDING ADDRESS 
The purpose of any response to a speech of welcome is to 
reflect some polite generalities, doubly so no doubt in Japan 
where the whole tradition, at least by reputation, is politeness 
and etiquette. I risk, however, going against this tradition by 
entering immediately into the topic of our conference and mak- 
ing some observations on how polite double-talk has, however po- 
litely, helped, take the world to the brink of atomic annihilation. 
Right from the moment the first atomic bomb was dropped 
- 12 years ago this day - the action was justified as being 
"necessary." Can the killing in war of more than 100,000 human 
beings - or of a single individual - ever be justified as "neces- 
sary"? Was the surprise attack on Pearl Harbor "necessary"? 
Today we call the nuclear bombs that leveled Hiroshima and 
Nagasaki "old-fashioned." Indeed, in a Tokyo newspaper yes- 
terday morning there was a dispatch from my country indicating 
that the bomb dropped on Hiroshima was "nominal." What is 
the meaning of words if killing a t  least 100,000 human beings 
and wounding untold thousands is "nominal"? 
Then in my country there is a government research project 
on strontium 90, that radioactive material which is a bone-seeker 
and sets up its own internal X-ray system to induce cancer and 
leukemia. What is the name of this research project on stron- 
tium 90? Is it called Operation Killer? Of course not, for there 
must be sugar-coating, so it is ialled "Operation Sunshine." They 
talk of "sunshine units" of radioactivity as if radioactive fall- 
out gave off vitamins instead of death! This was too much for 
the chairman of the radiation subcommittee of the Joint Con- 
gressional Committee on Atomic Energy, Representative Chet 
Holifield. He said recently: "I am concerned over the repeated 
pattern of applying advertising agency techniques to alleviate 
the natural fears of hydrogen destruction which trouble our 
people and the people of the world." 
Recently there has been much conversation about so-called 
"limited" wars. A famous scientist recently said that "we must 
not let ourselves be mesmerized by the spectre of nuclear war. 
We must be prepared to face the risks of limited war." Some- 
times they call these "tiny" wars "brush-fire" wars. How ludi- 
crous - starting or stopping a prairie fire with atomic and hy- 
drogen bombs! There is no such thing as a limited war in mod- 
ern times and there is no possibility, by mere paper pacts or by 
mutual terror, to prevent the use of atomic and thermonuclear 
weapons if nations continue to develop them and thus depend 
upon them. As Dr. Harrison Brown has wisely observed: "In 
the present age the lines of demarcation between tactical and 
strategic, between large explosions and small ones are exceed- 
ingly thin and they are destined one day to vanish. Once nuclear 
weapons are used in the field I believe that  we must expect all 
persons and all installations are possible targets." Yet the polite, 
almost reassuring talk of "limited" war continues. 
Let me add right here that while I can best give examples 
of these semantic evasions from my own country, these are by no 
means limited to the West. Some regimes are masters of double- 
talk and double-think more than my own. For instance, the 100 
flowers might in the end turn out to be 99 poisonous weeds and 
"peoples' democra.cies" may really be a polite way of describing 
party dictatorships. There is a disturbing drift from dictionary 
definitions both in capitalism and in communism - and in re- 
gimes in between. 
The ultimate of polite double-talk in our time is the so-called 
"clean" bomb. One of my countrymen a year or so ago talked of 
"humanizing" atomic warfare by lessening the radioactive 
fallout produced by nuclear explosions. Then suddenly the term, 
"clean bomb," has come into use. Mr. Normans Cousins, editor of 
The Saturday Review and who has done so much for Japanese- 
American relations through the Hiroshima Maidens project, has 
recently said this about the "clean" bomb : "Almost without real- 
izing it, we are adopting the language of madmen. We talk of 
'clean' hydrogen bombs, as though we are dealing with the ulti- 
mate in moral refinement. What kind of monstrous imagination 
is i t  that can connect the word 'clean' to a device that will put 
the match to man's cities? To call a hydrogen bomb or any bomb 
'clean' is to make an obscene farce out of words." Norman Cous- 
ins is perfectly correct, for those who say that a so-called "clean" 
bomb can be made - after 4 or 5 years more of testing - ac- 
knowledge that i t  could still l.evel, by heat and blast, a huge 
metropolitan center, quite apart from any radioactivity. 
While my friend, Reginald Reynolds, a delegate to this Con- 
ference, has used irony well in his various poems on atomic war 
in The New Sta.tesman and Nation, none of his poems is a t  hand 
here in Tokyo, and so I must turn to his rival, Punch. Recently 
this English magazine underlined the irony of the "clean" bomb 
as follows : 
"To call the H-bomb clean 
Makes sound and sense divergent 
Unless it's meant to mean 
The Ultimate Detergent." 
In any catalogue of cant, of hypocrisy, one must discuss the 
recent usage of scientists of several nations who defend nuclear 
weapons tests by dismissing the ra.dioactive hazards to man as 
"small" and "negligible." These scientists think, of course, in 
terms of percentages rather than of people. As Dr. Harrison 
Brown has again observed: "When we say that the leukemia 
rate is increased only by .5 per cent, the number appears small. 
3ut when we say that 10,000 individuals are killed each year - 
individuals of all nationalities who work, love, and laugh, and 
who want to live as  much as do you and I - the number suddenly 
seems very large." 
This is perhaps a grim response to the address of welcome. 
But i t  is grim business, meeting here and our - humanity's - 
immediate future, unless this conference makes a difference. We 
are not here to  produce a report for the record or to score ideolog- 
ical debating points. We are here to change - and there is so 
little time - the course of history; indeed, to make continued 
human history possible. Thus this is the most important confer- 
ence each one of u.s has ever attended - and I know that some of 
, us tend to be conference-attending individuals. 
I t  is right that we meet in Japan, for the Japanese people for 
the past 12 years, beginning on the tragic sixth of August 1945, 
have received the brunt of atomic destruction and perhaps propor- 
tionately even of atomic fallout. In the 36 hours that I have been 
in Japan, I have not been disappointed in my high expectations of 
hospitality, courtesy, geniality, and humanity from the Japanese 
people and especially from those in any way connected with this 
Conference. Thus on behalf of the three American delegates 
here and without, I hope, any more semantic evasions, I respond 
"cleanly" and with "old-fashioned" and more than "nominal" 
warmth to your 44unlimited" greetings. But let's leave the "sun- 
shine units" out this time! 
With the greetings out of the way, the Conference got down 
to hearing about the sta-te of the peace movements in each coun- 
try represented, with special reference to efforts to abolish nu- 
clear weapons tests. I was privileged on August seventh to give a 
short delineation of  such efforts within the United States. 
AN INVENTORY OF PEACE EFFORTS WlTHlN THE UNITED STATES 
The purpose of this particular series of speeches a t  this Con- 
ference is to make an inventory of the peace efforts within the 
various countries represented here. I will adhere to this purpose 
during the short time a t  my disposal and will not enter into gen- 
eralities or preachments. 
The United States has its share of private organizations 
working for world peace with justice. These include the Ameri- 
can Association for the Uhited Nations with its many local 
branches, the United World Federalists (a world government 
movement), the religious pacifist Fellowship of Reconciliation, 
the -American Friends Service Committee (the Quakers) with 
branch offices in thirteen American cities, the Women's Interna- 
tional League for  Peace and Freedom, the War Resisters League, 
and other groups. All of these organizations support their gov- 
ernment in some of its international policies and, at other times, 
criticize their government -and urge that it take new positions 
toward peace. There are also in America a number of national 
and local study groups, often called foreign relations councils or 
associations, but these rarely take sides on controversial interna- 
tional issues facing the United States. There are, in addition, 
groups in America actively aiding programs of cultural and 
student exchanges which undeniably aid world peace efforts. 
None of these American organizations mentioned has any 
connection with the World Peace Council and its various interna- 
tional satellites. For one thing, those few Americans who would 
be drawn to this World P e a e  Council have, regrettably, not been 
allowed by my government to leave America. Those of us, how- 
ever, who are free to travel feel that the World Peace Council 
is only a transparent arm of Russian foreign policy and we are 
yet to be convinced that i t  is  as critical of Russian international 
policies (when they are wrong) as of those of other countries. 
We in America welcome all genuine international efforts for  
peace which are critical of war efforts everywhere, and we re- 
gret that there has not yet developed a truly international, in- 
dependent peace organization. 
When the ashes of death fell on "The Lucky Dragon" on 
March 1,1954 from an American thermonuclear device detonated 
a t  Bikini, the world realized the hazards of radioactive fallout 
to man. The American people were, however, slow to urge the 
cessation of nuclear weapons tests, but Mr. Adlai E. Stevenson 
did so first in April 1956. He later made this a key issue of his 
presidential campaign, but in his defeat the cessation of tests 
became in America a dead, partisan issue. However, when Albert 
Schweitzer issued his declaration of conscience against nuclear 
tests last April 23rd, this voice from the jungle did something to 
project the issue once again into American headlines and into 
American hearts. Then rose a great controversy within America 
among scientists on the exact danger to man of radioactive 
fallout from tests. As usual, the newspapers tended to exaggerate 
the differences among scientists. Most scientists differed as to  
the moral and political implications of basic scientific facts. Most 
scientists in America agreed that  radioactive fallout does harm 
and that future tests, if not tests already made, could take hu- 
manity to the point of no return, both in terms of genetic and 
so-called somatic effects. It was also realized in America that, 
as I mentioned yesterday, what some scientists called "small" or  
"negligible" effects translated from percentages to people on 
a worldwide basis were sufficient to cause deep concern. 
In the past four months, therefore, many Americans and 
American organizations have urged the cessation of nuclear 
weapons tests. Some Americans urged unilateral action by the 
United States - that the U.S. should cease tests immediately 
no matter if the U.K. and the U.S.S.R. continued their tests. 
More Americans, however, urged their government to take the 
lead for a joint agreement with other members of the atomic 
club - the U.K. and the U.S.S.R. for the moment - to halt tests 
with careful monitoring provisions under a United Nations re- I 
latied agency. 
The enumeration of local and national projects in America 
toward this end is lengthy, but I must give several typical ex- 
amples. In California a clergyman's wife announced that she is 
collecting copies of pictures of babies, three of each, esking par- 6 
ents to write on the back of each photograph: stop nuclear tests 
'4 1 
for my child's sake. One copy of each photo is being sent to 1 
Messrs. Eisenhower, Macmillan, and Khrushchev. In mayy large i 
American cities petition campaigns against tests have been , 
launched by the American Friends Service Committee. First I 
batches of ten thousand each have been sent to the President ! 
from Boston, San Francisco, and Los Angeles. Then from San 
Diego comes the blue and white button with the word, SANE - 
Stop All Nuclear Explosions. Some 8,000 buttons have been sold 
in a single month. There have also been a number of public meet- 
ings, from a handful of people in a parlor with a clergyman or 
scientist speaking, to large public rallies, one being scheduled 
in Town Hall of New York City yesterday evening - August 
sixth - by a number of civic groups. Indeed, in half a dozen : 
large American metropolitan centers, almost spontaneously tem- . 
porary committees to halt nuclear tests have been formed. I my- ? 
self represent a group which is exploring the advisability of : 
forming a temporary national committee to give leadership to 
this movement to stop tests and to negotiate and ratify the whole 
first-step disarmament treaty. In any list, mention must be made 
of the scientists in America, the more socially-minded banding 
together in the Federation of American Scientists which in many 
ways is making the collective voices of scientists heard on this 
issue. The Saturday Review, a weekly magazine, through its 
editor, Mr. Norman Cousins, has repeatedly emphasized the haz- 
ards of radioactive fallout, being the first American magazine to 
publish Schweitzer's declaration in full. The Friends Committee 
on Legislation in California is publishing this very week a 16- 
page question and answer pamphlet on the scientific hazards to 
continued nuclear tests. I myself have edited a weekly news- 
letter on local, national, and international developments in this 
field and some copies of this modest newsletter will be available ,: 
during this conference. 
One American effort which I must emphasize is called Non- 
Violent Action Against Nuclear Weapons, a religious pacifist 
group which is meeting on the edge of the Nevada nuclear weap- 
ons testing ground a t  this very moment. Some 70 Americans, 
including myself and Mr. Arthur Delamarter, issued a manifesto 
several weeks ago saying in part: "We are against the produc- 
tion, testing, and use 9 of nuclear weapons by all governments. We 
make no exceptions. . . . We can no longer be content with verbal 
and conventional protest against the great evil of nuclear tests. 
For some of us this will include civil disobedience against the 
authority of the state." And so a handful of American Gandhians 
today or tomorrow are entering the Nevada nuclear testing 
grounds a t  the time of a previously-announced nuclear test. They 
are risking a t  least imprisonment and at most death itself. to ask 
their own government to stop these tests. It is easy to ask other 
individuals or even other nations to reform; i t  is more difficult 
to heal ourselves or our own governments. Yet this must be done. 
If I may say so, I hope you in the British Commonwealth and you 
in Russia will copy this procedure when future tests are held by 
your nations. 
So fa r  I have indicated purely private, non-governmental ac- 
tivity on the part of citizens and their free organizations in the 
United States. Now I will list briefly the reactions of my own 
government as I see them. For the past several years President 
Eisenhower has realized the importance of disarmament by form- 
ing a special disarmament staff in the White House headed by 
former Governor Harold Stassen. As chief representative of the 
United States on the U.N. Disarmament Subcommittee, Mr. Stas- 
sen has been working on American disarmament proposals. It 
was he who helped President Eisenhower announce the open-skies 
proposal a t  the Summit Conference in 1955, a proposal which is 
not disarmament in the technical sense perhaps but could sub- 
stantially reduce the possibility of war by reducing the possibility 
of surprise attack. . 
When Mr. Stevenson asked for the cessation of tests last 
autumn, President Eisenhower replied in October that the tests 
will continue but that the government is always ready to enter 
into a treaty with other nations possessing nuclear weapons to 
halt all tests. This spring the Congress held hearings on the sci- 
entific hazards of fallout to man. One conclusion was that the 
Atomic Energy Commission did cot know all the scientific 
answers about radioactive hazards of fallout and the Commis- 
sion is now being given more funds by Congress for further re- 
search. A small number of senators and representatives have 
gone on record against future nuclear tests. President Eisen- 
hower himself, no doubt because of rising American and world 
opinion, announced late in May that probably no more large ther- 
monuclear devices would ever be exploded b; the United States. 
He also announced that he would like to see a temporary cessa- 
tion of tests, despite the announcement of the possibility of the 
development of a so-called "clean" bomb. 
Then on July second, the U.S. and the other three Western 
powers a t  the London conference announced their desire for an 
immediate 10-month suspension of tests, with monitoring, if tied 
to a cut-off of production of fissionable materials for nuclear 
weapons. The whole American position on disarmament was out- 
lined a t  length to the American people by Secretary of State 
John Foster Dulles recently. Even though his speech rather 
minimizes the issue of future nuclear tests cessation, this is an 
important document. I think it fair to say that while the Eisen- 
hower Administration is still somewhat divided on the advis- 
ability of negotiating a firststage disarmament treaty, including 
the cessation of tests, there are strong currents within the Ad- 
ministration in favor of such a treaty, including Mr. Stassen 
and Mr. Dulles. Perhaps Mr. Eisenhower himself, according to 
those who say they know, would prefer to be remembered as  
the American president who led the world to disarmament rather 
*than the American general who led the United Nations to vic- 
tory over Germany in World War 11. 
This is the status, briefly put, of peace efforts of the Ameri- 
can people and the American government. There are, to be sure, 
other efforts within America for peace: economic aid, student 
exchange, ek .  In the field of nuclear test suspension and disarm- 
ament generally I have tried to list some of the private and gov- 
ernmental activities and positions. I have a government which 
permits the widest latitude on the part of most of its citizens to 
speak up even in sharp criticism a t  home and abroad. With free- 
dom, however, comes responsibility and I hope with accuracy I 
have reflected the goals of these organizations and of my govern- 
ment. 
The goal is not only the cessation of nuclear weapons tests 
permanently, not only the cessation of the production, stockpil- 
ing, and use of nuclear weapons, but the ultimate goal must be 
the cessation of the use of all weapons of war and the cessation of 
war itself. Anything less is a delusion, doubly so if i t  is a paper 
promise without careful, built-in inspection and other enforce- 
ment safeguards. 
The three American delegates, although all religious paci- 
fists, did not  know each other in America vev ious l y  and did not 
even know that each would be present in Tokyo. For these and 
other reasons, there was no unified "Amel-ica~n position" as such 
at  the Tokyo Conference. The three A m e h n  delegates did, 
however, issue a pubtic statement on the 12th anniversary o f  the 
bombing of  Nagasaki in response to certain news reports pub- 
lished in the Tokyo newspapers in which various Americans 
aqrmnd the world justified the atomic bombings of Japan. 
STATEMENT BY THE AMERICAN DELEGATION 
w e  three American delegates to the Third World Confer- 
ence Against A and H Bombs and For Disarmament were sur- 
prised to read in the Tokyo newspaper recently that some of our 
fellow Americans on the occasion of the 12th anniversary of the 
Hiroshima bombing called that bombing "a necessity." A group 
of Americans in Moscow issued this statement justifying the 
bombing as a "a wartime necessity since it hastened the end of 
the war and saved human lives." 
We three Americans have individually come to Japan with 
a deep sense of guilt as Americans for contributing to the bomb- 
ing of Hiroshima and Nagasaki. We find no justification what- 
soever for the slaughter of innocent human beings in Hiroshima 
or Nagasaki by atomic bombs or, for that matter, of human be- 
ings in Tokyo by so-called conventional weapons. On the 12th 
anniversary of Nagasaki we want to reiterate our sense of shame 
and guilt, and hope we may work with delegates from 22 other 
nations and the Japanese people attending the Third World Con- 
ference to find ways to ease international tensions and end the 
arms race through a comprehensive, enforceable plan of world 
disarmament. We consider the war system as the real enemy. 
The plenary sessions o f  the Conference began on  August 
twel f th  when almost 4,000 Japanese delegates joined the sessions 
for the first time. At the opening plenary session I was asked to 
make a short statement. This should be read in  ,confinctim with 
statements also wm-de on this occasion b y  the heads of the Russian . 
a.nd Chinese delegations. These are found in the Appendix. 
ADDRESS TO THE OPENING PLENARY SESSION 
We Americans come to Japan on a journey of atonement as 
well as of reconciliation. We three Americans humbly suggest 
that there can be no justification for the bombing of any people 
by any weapon, least of all the citizens of Hiroshima and Naga- 
saki by atomic bombs. We ask them and you to forgive us. 
For many of us, this is our first visit to your wonderful coun- 
try of Japan. Your hospitality and your geniality have even sur- 
passed our very high expectations. An American visitor cannot 
help noting the similarities between Japan and America. I hope 
that Japan will copy the best traits of America, including a desire 
to give its own people a better economic life, allowing its own 
people freedom of speech and assembly, and sharing its economic 
bounty with less developed countries. I hope, however, even as an 
American that there are certain characteristics of present-day 
America you Japanese will not copy. I hope that you will never 
change that article in your new constitution renouncing war 
as a sovereign right and refusing to maintain land, sea, and air  
forces. I hope that you will want to show the world that a nation 
can be great without great armies. I hope that you will never 
feel that Japan, too, must have atomic and hydrogen bombs in 
order to be a world power. Also do not emulate my land by deny- 
ing your own people passports to travel freely and by denying 
visas to other people to visit your land. We must have the free 
movement of all peoples over all the earth. 
We foreign delegates have just finished five days of the pre- 
liminary conference. It was a privilege for this American to  
work again with Europeans and Indians, but especially for the 
first time with the Japanese and Chinese delegations. We Ameri- 
cans in recent years have had almost no contact with the Chinese 
people and I especially cherished the opportunity to work with 
their representatives at this conference. I regret that the Rus- 
sians were unable to be present at the Preliminary Sessions and 
thus I was unable to have these experiences with them. Of course, 
we did not always agree, but I shall never forget a three-hour 
drafting session where important preliminary documents were 
created, almost word by word. We found a large measure of 
agreement despite agonizing differences in language and im- 
portant differences in ideology. 
We have come here to Tokyo to demand of the three nuclear 
powers, including my own country, the immediate and uncondi- 
tional end of nuclear test explosions. The scientific hazards to 
mankind if the tests continue a t  the present rate make this step 
urgent. There are ethical and moral reasons for banning the 
tests also. No nation has the ethical right to pollute the air of 
another nation without its consent, as my nation, the U.K. and 
the U.S.S.R. have been doing not once, not twice, but more than 
110 times since 1945. Also, no generation has the ethical right 
to pollute the genes and chromosomes of another generation 
without its consent, as my nation, the U.K. a.nd the U.S.S.R. have 
been doing not once, not twice, but more than 110 times since 
1945. We hope, therefore that the tests will stop immediately 
and permanently and unconditionally. Some of us go further and 
demand that our own governments stop these tests unilaterally 
- whether the U.K. or the U.S.S.R. initially do so or not. And 
my colleagues in Nevada last week showed the world that indi- 
viduals within testing nations can act constructively and dra- 
matically against their own government, if they have the love 
and the spirit given to our century by Mahatma Gandhi. We com- 
mend this technique of non-violent direct action - Satyagraha 
- to Australians and other members of the British Common- 
wealth, and to the Russians whenever new tests are announced 
in their lands. The cessation of tests is our initial goal, but i t  is 
only the beginning, for the end of tests will not in itself stop war. 
We demand total, universal disarmament - both of nuclear 
and so-called conventional weapons. This would include the 
prohibition of the manufacture, stockpiling, and use of nuclear 
weapons and all weapons. The hundreds of thousands killed in 
Tokyo during the Second World War are no less dead because 
they were killed by conventional weapons; these deaths are just 
as painful, just as tragic, just as needless as those killed in Hiro- 
shima and Nagasaki by atomic bombs. Also we must demand the 
international control of intercontinental ballistic missiles. All 
aspects of disarmament, including the cessation of tests, must 
be made with built-in safeguards of inspection and control under 
some United Nations-related agency. Paper promises are worth- 
lesi  The U.N. Disarmament Subcommittee now meeting in Lon- 
don is considering the total first-stage disarmament package, in- 
cluding the ban on tests. I was recently in London observing these 
negotiations. Russia and the West are nearer to an agreement, 
covering much more than the ending of tests, than any time since 
the end of the Second World War. I hope that we will direct our 
prayers, petitions, and constructive suggestions to these nego- 
tiations, hoping, at the same time, that the Peoples Republic of 
China may soon take her rightful seat within the United Nations 
so that any treaty may be endorsed by all relevant nations. 
Whatever we do at this Conference as individuals, not much 
can be accomplished in the world of nations unless fears and 
tensions are substantially reduced. Russia and China fear my 
country and probably not without justification. My own country 
fears, again not without reason, Russia and China. Both America 
and Russia'build blocs and bases and pacts, whether NATO or 
Warsaw Pact. The race of weapons and hate spirals quickly. 
History teaches us that such a race can only end in war. The 
difference this time is that war will be fatal to all mankind; 
there will be no victor. How to stop this mass suicide? This is 
the work of our conference. I humbly suggest that peace cannot 
be achieved by calling one side "peace-loving" and the other side 
"war-mongering." Both sides are guilty of producing fears and 
tensions. The peoples of both sides want peace, especially the 
peoples in the middle who constitute the vast majority of the 
peoples of the world. Let us, in this Conference, find ways to re- 
duce tensions without seemingly putting the onus, the blame, on 
one ideology or another. Let us not pursue the cold war in our 
plenary sessions and speak just to make ideological debating 
points. On -the other hand, let us be frank when we must be frank. 
I have come to Japan with my son who will be 12 years old 
next week. Truly he is the product of the atomic age. In our 
week here, he has already learned to use your ancient adding 
machine, the abacus, and to play your ancient game of go. On 
Saturday he attended a double-header baseball game. May all 
little boys in America and Japan catch baseballs rather than 
throw atomic bombs. We have come here from 25 nations and 
from all over Japan so that the next generation, if not ourselves, 
may live to work, love and play without living under the constant 
threat of the ashes of death from needless nuclear tests or of 
death itself from needless war. 
The  initial plenary session broke u p  into several days o f  
smallsr commission meetings. Commission I was  devoted t o  the  
general topic of "The  Banning of A- and H-Bombs and Disarm- 
ament." O n  the  eve of this session m A ~ g t s t  l h t h ,  I found s e d  
o m  bias in a document which was  circulated, in the name of the  
Japan Council, as a basis for discussion by  delega-tes attending 
Commission I. Since I had indicated that I would attend this 
very  Commission, I prepared a short refutat ion of the strong 
pro-communist bias of this document. Subsequently in the Steer- 
ing Committee of Commission I,  it was agreed to  label the  docu- 
ment  prepared b y  the Japan Council as "unofficial." Later this  
matter was  discussed b y  the Steering Committee of the whole 
Conference. A delegate f r o m  W e s t  Germany insisted tha t  m y  
refutat ion be distributed t o  the  whole plenary session in English 
and in Japanese t o  balance the  original document which, though 
now considered unofficial,  was widely distributed especially in 
Jupunese. M y  speech was  distributed a.t the final plenary session 
in English, but whether it was a c t d y  circulated also in Japan- 
ese I do not  know. 
COMMENTARY ON THE DOCUMENT FOR COMMISSION I 
Mahatma Gandhi of India once said that God is truth; later 
ne revised this statement and said that truth is God. I think all 
of us try to aim at truth, difficult as it is in international rela- 
tions, whether or not we are religiously-orientated persons. In 
this light I have tried to read the 7-page document for Commis- 
sion I, prepared by the Japan Council Against Atomic and Hydro- 
gen Bombs. It is the first long political document of the Confer- 
ence to be issued as a basis of discussions for the plenary sessions. 
I am very disappointed in this document. Even though I am an 
American, I do not expect a document written as if by John Foster 
Dulles; on the other hand, I do not expect a document written by 
whoever is the current foreign minister of the Soviet Union. This 
is, however, the kind of document we unfortunately have before 
US. 
I have only had an opportunity to make a brief study of this 
document; indeed, were i t  not for a mistake of a hotel clerk in 
giving i t  to me last evening, I would not have seen this document 
until this morning. Let me point out, however, just a few areas 
of untruth - as I see them. 
In the fourth paragraph of the English version on page one, 
there is a recitation of efforts for peace since the end of the 
Second World War. There is a listing of the various World Peace 
Council appeals, but not a word about such American efforts as 
those privately undertaken by the American Friends Service 
Committee - the Quakers - or such official American efforts as 
the Baruch proposals made a t  the end of the war which, if adopt- 
ed, would have probably prevented the current atomic arms race. 
There may have been good reasons why the Soviet Union rejected 
these Baruch proposals, but they were certainly made by the U.S. 
as a contribution toward peace. 
In the fifth paragraph on page one, the Supreme Soviet is 
mentioned as acting in unison with the Japanese people against 
further nuclear tests. But why is there no mention here of the 
President of the United States? Several times in May and June 
of this year a t  press conferences President Eisenhower flatly 
went on record for a trial ban of nuclear weapons tests, even after 
possibilities of the so-called "clean" bomb were presented to him. 
In the sixth paragraph on page one, there is an unfair analy- 
sis of the current London Disarmament Subcommittee negotia- 
tions. While on June 14th Russia made a proposal for a 24 to 
36 month ban on tests, ~ m e r i &  and the West on July second 
made a counter-proposal for a ten-month ban. To put all the 
blame on America and the West for not accepting this single 
Russian proposal during six months of negotiations is again 
hardly an unbiased statement. 
On page two in the delineation of changes in the interna- 
tional situation a t  the end of World War 11, the whole tone is 
straight from the Kremlin. And I say this without in the least 
asking that i t  be straight from the White House. Item four in 
paragraph two says that "in order to solve the deepening crisis 
of capitalism, leaders of some capitalist countries are trying to 
launch another war, or to restore old colonialism." This is old 
Marxian doctrine which surely many of the leaders of commun- 
ism no longer believe. In the postwar world there appear to 
have been many more self-confessed crises within communism 
than so far  within capitalism. And name one real attempt to "re- 
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store colonialism"? The West has year after year given countries 
independence - with pressures, to be sure, from the erstwhile 
colonial peoples themselves - from India in 1947 to Malaya this 
month. In this same period a system of Soviet colonialism has 
fastened itself on the Satellite peoples, as was only too evident in 
Hungary last autumn and possibly in Poland again this very 
moment. Leaders of all governments, democratic or communist, 
tend to keep themselves in power by directing attention toward 
international crises, but to say that the democracies are especially 
guilty of this strategy requires more proof than given.in this 
document. 
On page three, much mention is made of NATO and SEATO, 
but where is a mention of the Warsaw Pact instigated by Russia? 
Or are military pacts made by the democracies inherently bad 
and military pacts made by communism somehow above con- 
demnation ? Let us condemn all military pacts everywhere. 
On page five - and I must skip only because of the limita- 
tions of time - there is in great detail material on the atomic 
arming of the U.S. and the U.K. The atomic arming of Russia is 
given in one sentence. Why? Because Russia is so secretive, so 
totalitarian, that no information about her armament program 
is available? Surely Russia is stockpiling atomic weapons just 
as furiously as my own country and Britain. I disapprove this 
stockpiling by my own country, but I have tried to explain on 
previous occasions a t  this Conference the fears, fancied or legiti- 
mate, of the Western leaders. But what is Mr. Khrushchev doing 
with Russia's nuclear weapons? Russia is probably dispersing 
her nuclear weapons just as widely, given her geography, as 
America. Why not admit this tragic fact? 
At the bottom of page five is an assertion that the U.S. has 
scheduled tests at Eniwetok next spring. I have honestly not 
heard of such tests, but for all I know they may well be scheduled. 
But why not mention future Russian tests? Russia has not an- 
nounced that, unilaterally, she will test no more nuclear weapons. 
As one of my American colleagues said in Washington, there is a 
peculiar political sensitivity in Japan to radioactive fallout, since 
much of the agitation against tests is directed against American 
and British tests, while it  is estimated that 70 per cent of radio- 
active fallout so fa r  falling on Japan is from Russian tests. All 
fa.110~ must end, but let us admit that the Russians also have 
been testing atomic and thermonuclear weapons. 
On the bottom of page six there are also many misstate- 
ments. It is well known, for example, that Western Europe has 
not welcomed the June 14th proposals of Russia. One of the 
problems has been to get Western Europe to agree to the ad- 
vanced disarmament proposals of the U.S. Mr. Adenhauer of 
West Germany and other Western Europe leaders appear afraid 
that the U.S. might make a disarmament agreement with Russia 
over the'ir heads. As for combining the end of tests with the end- 
ing of production of fissionable materials, and the whole problem 
of inspection, these are debatable issues which ought be discussed 
on their merits. The American position on the whole first-stage 
disarmament package ought to be understood and not dismissed 
even if, in the end, not endorsed. 
As an American, I am more concerned that we a t  this Con- 
ference have pro-truth documents and final statements than that 
we have pro-American documents and statements. As an Ameri- 
can, I have come here a t  the request of individuals and organiza- 
tions in America and a few even in Western Europe to report 
back on the advisability of greater cooperati04 with this world 
conference in future years. If documents such as this one get 
back to these persons and organizations, I can assure you that, 
without any recommendation either way on my part, the repre- 
sentation from the responsible West a t  future Conferences will 
be even less than this year - and I regret exceedingly that more 
persons from America and the West are not here today. I plead 
with you, therefore, to withdraw this one-sided document and to 
draw up final conclusions and recommendations for this Com- 
mission I that take sides in the ideological cold war only when 
and if truth leads the way. 
During the Conference there was a continuing thread of  
anti-Americanism, some understandable in postwar Japan, some 
initiated by  the communists. More important, there was little 
attention paid to  the subtleties o f  the positions o f  all three nu- 
clear powers on disarmament. Also there was almost no atten- 
tion paid to the then current United Nations Disarmament Sub- 
committee negotiations in London. Accordingly, when I was 
given the opportunity to make what was catled a public lecture 
at an open meeting on August 15th, I chose to deliver an  address 
on the America*n position a t  the London Disarmament Subcom- 
mittee. 
COMMENTARY ON THE LONDON DISARMAMENT NEGOTlATlONS 
Japanese brothers and sisters. Today is the 12th anniversary 
of the end of the Second World War. Today could be the 12th 
anniversary of the last major war in human history. Since 
August 15, 1945 there have been several minor wars - and no 
war is minor to those maimed and killed by i t  - especially in 
Korea, Indo-China, and Egypt. Since August 1945, the world 
may have been on the brink of total war, but somehow it  has 
been avoided. Some of the most hopeful signs for continuing 
and permanent peace emanate from the current negotiations of 
the U.N. Disarmament Subcommittee in London. Recently I had 
the privilege of being in London and I would like, in a few min- 
utes, to explain to you some of the problems of the London ne- 
gotiations, a t  least as seen by one private American observer. 
The major powers have been trying to negotiate disarma- 
ment almost since August 15, 1945. Four years ago the U.N. 
decided to bring together the negotiations to lessen the so-called 
conventional weapons with those to lessen atomic weapons. For 
four years the U..N. Disarmament Subcommittee has met, consist- 
ing of five powers : the U.S.S.R., the U.S., the U.K., France, and 
Canada. The Subcommittee convened last March 18th in London 
for the fourth year. It has been meeting three or four times a 
week in Lancaster House ever since. The over-all judgment is 
that some treaty will be negotiated, although a t  times the par- 
ticipants seem optimistic and then a t  other times pessimistic. 
I cannot speak for the U.S.S.R. or even for France and Canada 
and Britain, and I cannot speak officially even for my own coun- 
try, but I can explain the American position a t  London even if I 
don't completely agree with it. 
Why does America a t  London hesitate to outlaw nuclear 
weapons tests without an ,  agreement for other disarmament 
steps? American leaders consider that the crucial danger to the 
world is not only atomic tests but the whole atomic arms race 
which can continue even if the tests are stopped. So America 
wants to couple the end of atomic testing with the end of atomic 
production for war. In other words, America wants to get just 
as large a first step disarmament package as she can negotiate in 
London. We who believe in total disarmament endorse as many 
steps as possible. Of course, there is a risk here: that in the end 
the London negotiations will fail because America and the West 
are asking for too much initially. I personally would accept half 
a loaf - no further tests - rather than risk no loaf a t  all. This 
is the peril of the present American and Western position in Lon- 
don, but again I want you to understand if not endorse the Ameri- 
can thinking on this matter. 
Secondly, why does America refuse to "ban the bomb"? 
First of all, America feels that any nation which has signed the 
U.N. charter not to go to war has, in effect, banned the use of 
the atomic bomb. But Russia, America, and the U.K. are not 
making atomic bombs surely just for amusement if this were so. 
The problem is, as the American leaders view it, to ,do something 
more than make paper prohibitions to ban the bomb or anything 
else. They want what is called a fool-proof pact with built-in, 
enforceable safeguards - rather then merely promises. So many 
anti-war pacts have been broken in world history, including re- 
cent history, that disarmament itself has had an unfortunate 
connotation. This request for inspection safeguards is a t  the 
heart of any agreement which would be endorsed by America. 
Also in considering the American hesitation simply to ban the 
bomb, there are strategic consideration which cannot be mini- 
mized. Until recently and perhaps still today, it is felt in some 
Western quarters that the American stockpile of atomic bombs 
acted as a deterrent to' aggression by Russia toward Western 
Europe. Now, however much some may think and know other- 
wise that Russia has no such aggressive designs, the leaders of 
America, the U.K. and NATO generally feel that she does have 
such designs. They feel that the Russian slogan of "ban the 
bomb" is an effort to disarm the strength of the West - atomic 
power - while it retains the strength of Russia manpower. 
Again, right or wrong, this is the thinking of those who conduct 
American foreign policy. Some way must be found in the Lon- 
don negotiations, as here in this Tokyo Conference, to find paths 
which will not appear to give advantage to either side - or else 
no substantial progress will be made in London or here in Tokyo, 
however fancy the resolutions, however many the signatures to 
petitions. 
At the very least, American leaders feel that the problem 
of the use of atomic weapons must be coupled closely with the 
use of so-called conventional weapons, again since one type com- 
plements the other. This has been recognized by the U.N. General 
Assembly. 
Thirdly, what about American military bases and the arming 
of these bases with atomic weapons? That these bases exist in 
many places and that they are probably armed with atomic 
weapons - few will deny. On the other hand, one must also 
admit that Russian atomic bombs are probably not confined to 
Moscow but are placed in widespread strategic depots a t  the 
periphery of the huge Russian empire from East Germany to the 
Pacific. Atomic bases of both Russia and the U.S. will not dis- 
appear by passing resolutions here in Tokyo. One must again 
understand the fears of America. I cannot speak for Russia, 
but she undoubtedly has fears too. The American bases in Japan 
and the Russian bases in the Japanese islands are among the 
tragic prices of the last war and of the cold war. Fears must 
be reduced before i t  can be expected that these bases can be 
evacuated. 
Fourthly, what about the "open skies" proposal of President 
Eisenhower, first made a t  the Summit Conference? I think i t  
is a sincere effort to  lessen the possibility of war by lessening 
the possibility of surprise attack. We know that wars have often 
been started by leaders who believe that, if they can surprise an 
opponent, they can win. With push-button war, surprise attack 
may be especially appealing to some world leaders. An open sky 
and an open ground proposal would include United Nations in- 
spectors in the air  and on the ground who would observe any 
unusual military build-up and report to the U.N., presumably 
before the aggressor can strike. This proposal, while perhaps 
initially to America's advantage in the method of its presents- 
tion, is surely to the advantage of all countries, big and small, , 
if adopted under strict U.N. supervision. 
I have tried to explain why the leaders of America a t  the 
London negotiations think as they do on some of these disarma- 
ment issues. I myself hope and pray that nuclear weapons tests 
are ended immediately and permanently and that all weapons of 
war - big and little, atomic and conventional - will be outlawed 
immediately with of course careful inspection safeguards. I 
hope all foreign military bases everywhere will be evacuated - 
American bases in Okinawa and Russian bases in Hungary. The 
official American position is more complex, understandably so, 
but I hope you will continue to try to understand the American 
position a t  the London Conference even if you cannot agree with 
it. In any case, what is being negotiated in London today will 
effect each one of us. Perhaps this Tokyo Conference should send 
a responsible, representative delegation to London to confer, un- 
officially of course, with the five negotiating powers. This Tokyo 
Conference should insist that the U.N. negotiations continue, 
whatever the frustrations. This Tokyo Conference should make 
recommendations to the next U.N. General Assembly for the 
reconstitution of the membership of the Disarmament Subcom- 
mittee, so some nations may be included to act as a bridge between 
Russia and the West. Our deliberations here in Tokyo will be 
unreal unless we fasten our hopes and our constructive sug- 
gestions on the London disarmament negotiations. 
The whole process of the Conference pointed to  some final 
statements to  be adopted by  the final plenary session. For some 
reason I was  placed on the Drafting Committee which w a s  given 
the task of composing the s o - c d e d  Tokyo Declaratiolz and t w o  
other documents, one being recommendations for  action and the 
other being a communication to  the United Nations. The process 
of  drafting the documents may  be o f  interest and m y  pmonul  
ezperiences are given below. 
NEGOTIATING WITH THE COMMUNISTS 
There have been many official negotiations with the Soviets 
since the end of World War 11. There have, however, been less 
opportunities for private citizens of the West to negotiate po- 
litically with private citizens from Russia and China. The World 
Conference Against A and H Bombs and For Disarmament held 
in Tokyo in August provided an opportunity for several indi- 
viduals of the West to negotiate with several individuals from 
Russia and China These were in no sense important, history- 
making negotiations, and yet the record of these discussions may 
give important insights into the political thinking and manners 
of communists today. 
The particular negotiations to be discussed here occurred on 
the last evening of the eleven-day Tokyo Conference. A Draft- 
ing Committee was commissioned to write a final statement to 
be called the Tokyo Declaration and two other supplementary 
documents. The Committee appointed consisted of representa- 
tives from 12 (of the 25) nations represented and 8 individuals 
from the much larger Japanese delegation. The principal nations 
represented on the Drafting Committee included Australia, 
China, Japan, India, West Germany, the United States, and 
Russia. It was my privilege to be an American delegate on this 
committee. While I was very much a private citizen, I suppose 
delegates from communist countries are almost never such self- 
appointed individuals. They are more official if not completely so. 
The head of the Russian delegation, of 5 persons, was Prof. Ivan 
A. Kairov, president of the Academy of Pedagogical Sciences in 
Moscow. The Chinese delegate on the Drafting Committee was 
Mr. Chang Sen-Yu, ably assisted by English-speaking Mrs. Shih 
Ju-Chang, an official of the YWCA of China. One indication of 
the quasi-official nature of both delegates was that, in the final 
conference roster, neither the Russian nor the Chinese dele- 
gates listed their individual home addresses - as did most other 
delegates to the conference. They gave organizational addresses : 
the Soviet Peace Committee in Moscow and the Chinese Peoples' 
Committee for World Peace in Peking. 
The Drafting Committee commenced work a t  &:30 p.m. on 
the eve of adjournment of the Conference. We had placed be- 
fore us a rough draft of the Tokyo Declaration - in English 
and Japanese. It was very tentative and was finally changed a 
great deal as a result of our discussions. The whole first section 
of the draft was thrown out early in our negotiations as being 
too long-winded. We got off to an unanimous start  by all agreeing 
on this point. We never set up ground rules, although the un- 
stated hope was to t ry  for a unanimous statement - even if we 
had to stay up all night to find one. 
Early in the discussions I suggested that  the phrase in the 
preliminary draft indicating a "complete agreement" be modified 
to "a large measure of agreement." Mr. Kairov replied - we 
all stayed in our chairs and seldom arose - that he thought that 
there was complete agreement on the major points.. Prof. Kaoru 
Yasui, general secretary of both the Japan Council Against A- 
and H-Bombs and the World Conference and chairman of our 
Drafting Committee, set the tone by commenting, "I regard the 
opinion of the American as very important and now I call for 
your opinions of his opinion." Mr. Chang said, "We must follow 
the urgent lead of the people. We need not complicate things as  
they are doing in London (at the disarmament negotiations) ." 
Mr. Kairov also added, "We must write down the urgent de- 
mands of the people." This is, of course, a common communist 
concept - the people urge, the people demand - although in 
totalitarian countries it is easier than in democratic ones to turn 
on and off the "demands" of the people. In the end the Declara- 
tion spoke of "agreement," neither complete nor large. 
In these negotiations, I had hoped to choose my issues care- 
fully in order to concentrate my objections to the most vital ones. 
I found, however, so much objectionable, in nuance as well as in 
substance, that I talked more than most delegates on the com- 
mittee. One major issue I raised near the beginning was a modi- 
fication of the common term, "the prohibition of atomic and hy- 
drogen bombs." This phrase could be a synonym for universal 
disarmament which the people of the whole world really desire 
if not yet demand. On the other hand, this phrase could also be 
no more than the communist chant of "ban the bomb," a stratagem 
of the cold war whereby the nuclear strength of the West would 
be lessened without, a t  the same time, lessening the manpower 
strength of the communists. I held out for what I felt was correct 
terminology : "universal disarmament, of both so-called conven- 
tional and nuclear weapons, with inspection." At a minimum I 
demanded that the prohibition of nuclear weapons be spelled out 
in such a way that safeguards were a t  least strongly implied: 
"the prohibition of the manufacture, stockpiling, and use of nu- 
clear weapons." These proposals caused, of course, a first-class 
debate. The Russian tended to minimize the emphasis on uni- 
versal disarmament, asserting that "the subject is difficult and 
i t  will take a long time to discuss it." He wanted to stick to the 
wording of the Japan Council : "prohibit the weapons." Mr. 
Hayakawa, a Japanese delegate, said that he agreed with me that 
ivs~ection should be included. He felt that "conventional" 
need not be inserted since disarmament included all kinds of 
weapons. In the end I got most of what I wanted: "We demand 
the prohibition of manufacturing, stockpiling, and use of nuclear 
weapons with international control. . . . We demand universal 
disarmament with controls accepted by the countries concerned." 
By this time three hours had passed. It was almost 11 :30 
p.m. when we had to vacate the private hotel banquet room in 
which we were meeting - and having a continuous round of 
cool, unsweetened tea. This necessitated our adjourning to an- 
other hotel half an hour by taxi across Tokyo. I asked Mr. Kairov 
if I could share a taxi with him and one of his interpreters. Dur- 
ing that midnight ride through the colorful streets of Tokyo, I 
tried to explain to him the fears of America as well as of Russia 
and the need to find political solutions which would simultane- 
ously reduce fear on all sides. No conclusions obviously were 
reached on our pleasant ride. 
In the lobby of the Prince Hotel, we took comfortable 
chairs and began what became a seven and one-half hour meeting. 
At the hotel I bought a package of American chewing gum and 
shared i t  with several Russian and Chinese delegates. Mr. Kairov 
said that it was his first experience with chewing gum. Mrs. Shih 
knew it from her days as a student a t  Columbia University. I 
tried in these and other ways to maintain rapport with the com- 
munists ! 
Negotiations were resumed with another plea on my part 
to modify these words: "We express our strong opposition to the 
introduction of nuclear weapons into other countries. . . ." This 
problem had been discussed frequently during the Conference. 
There were many speeches opposing the introduction of atomic 
arms into American military bases in Japan, Korea, Okinawa, 
and Formosa. I understood the fears of the Japanese people 
in this regard: they have had enough of nuclear weapons. How- 
ever, I also understood the anti-Americanism fanned by the com- 
munists over this issue. I suggested some wording to indicate 
that perhaps the Americans were not the only ones introducing 
nuclear weapons - perhaps also the Russians were introducing 
such weapons into the European satellite nations and the British 
into their bases on Cyprus and in Kenya. I suggested the am- 
plified wording, "into all countries, colonies, and occupied terri- 
tories." Somebody suggested the substitute, "foreign territories." 
The delegates, one after another, objected to my wording. The 
Russian said that the term, "foreign countries," included all 
that I had proposed. The Chinese said likewise. I replied that 
the Tokyo Declaration, to be significant to the world, must be re- 
sponsible and a t  least say a plague on all your nuclear houses. I 
offered a substitute to my own suggestion which I said would 
probably be even less acceptable : "Opposition to the introduction 
of nuclear weapons into foreign countries by the three nuclear 
powers." I wanted to take the entire burden off the United States ! 
At this point the Indian delegate professed an inability to un- 
derstand my reasoning, although he had no obvious trouble all 
evening in following that of the Russians and the Chinese. Then 
the Russian said, "I regard such behavior of the American dele- 
gate as  an insult to the other delegates." I did not reply, but the 
Australian on the committee, generally no help in these con- 
versations, a t  least spoke up and said that whatever I had said 
was "not an insult." Prof. Yasui tried to "clarify" the issue 
with a compromise : "by the nations in possession of them to any 
other nation." Mr. Kairov immediately said, "For the sake of 
unity we agree." The Chinese said, "We compromise." So did I. 
Soon we came to a section calling for "the dissolution of all 
military blocs." I said that this was a topic beyond the purview of 
our Conference on nuclear problems, much as I personally sup- 
ported liquidation of all blocs. Kairov broke in and said that 
Russia proposes the liquidation of the Warsaw Pact group if 
other blocs are also liquidated. (He always talked in Russian as 
the Chinese delegate always talked only in Chinese. Both were 
translated, first into Japanese and then into English. Most of the 
other speeches were in Japanese or English, with some in French 
and German.) Mr. Kairov repeated : "The Soviet delegation 
wholeheartedly approves of this statement on blocs." When I 
spoke again, Kairov cleverly said that it should be shown in the 
final report that the American disagreed. I replied that I was 
sure that we could get agreement if we kept a t  it. The West ~ e r - r n  
man delegate suggested we go to another point and return to the 
matter of blocs later. We did return and Prof. Yasui, after much 
more talk, produced this statement: "We recognize that the liqui- 
dation of all the military blocs and the abandoning of all military m 
bases and the withdrawal of all troops from all foreign territories 
will lessen the threat of nuclear war." I asked that the word, 
simultaneous, be inserted before liquidation and before with- 
drawal. A Japanese delegate said that there was no need to 
do so; A delegate from France, on the other hand, said he agreed 
that simultaneous should be included. We debated this one word 
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for ten minutes, and whether it should be inserted once or twice. 
At this moment in the rather intricate and delicate negotiations, 
a Russian delegate - but not Mr. Kairov - looked at me and 
said in good English, "Dr. Jack, you speak like a diplomat, not 
like a peace lover." He said that the Russians demanded the 
original wording - the liquidation of all bases. I replied that 
the subject was very complex. A fellow-traveller from England 
said the document must be kept simple. The Chinese wanted to 
know whether the discussion was based on discussions in Tokyo, 
or on what a few persons here wanted. The Chinese delegate 
said, "The American present is trying to prolong the Conference, 
as Dulles did in London. What does this American want - troops 
in foreign lands forever?" However, simultaneous stayed in - 
once - and I agreed to this compromise. 
On the subject of nuclear weapons tests themselves, there 
was little disagreement since I readily agreed that the tests should 
be stopped immediately and unconditionally. I did suggest that 
we should indicate that any cessation of tests should be mon- 
itored, since there was apparently some recent debate among sci- 
entists as to whether with a "cleaner" bomb, small tests could 
be detected outside national boundaries. The Russian expressed 
frustration a t  the American position in London. making one de- 
mand after another, first for monitoring and then for a cut-off 
of production, although he admitted that the Russians have 
agreed to a monitoring system inside national boundaries. How- 
ever, no mention of monitoring appeared in the final statement. 
At 4:20 a.m. we finished our discussions of the Tokyo Dec- 
laration - applauding ourselves for the accomplishment - and 
hurried on to discuss two supplementary documents, one an ac- 
tion program and the other a communication to the United Na- 
tions. I suggested that the "recommendations on common action" 
and, indeed, the entire Tokyo conference, did not give proper 
attention to the important London- disarmament negotiations. 
Mr. Kairov agreed and a section was inserted appealing to the five 
nations on the U.N. Disarmament Subcommittee to conclude an 
agreement. I then pointed out that the preliminary draft of this 
paper contained jargon which would alienate persons in the West, 
such as "peoples' movements," "international solidarity," etc. 
Even some of the fellow-travelers saw the virtue of clean- 
ing up the terminology. (I learned later that initially the pre- 
siding co-chairmen of the whole Conference were to be designated 
the Presidium until i t  was pointed out that this term has come 
to have strong Soviet connotations. The term was thus changed 
to the presiding committee.) 
At 5 :10 a.m. Mr. Kairov, I think innocently, asked that the 
action section be amended to include support of the decisions 
taken in Columbo at the recent meetings of the World Peace 
Council and to urge support of its 1958 sessions provisionally 
set for Tokyo. I again had to differ sharply, saying that though 
Kairov may have raised this issue in good faith, 1 would have 
to oppose in equally good faith any mention of the communist- 
dominated World Peace Council in the statement. A Japanese 
delegate asked him to withdraw the suggestion, since it was not 
mentioned in commission meetings, and to expedite the work 
of our Drafting Committee. This Kairov did. Generally it was 
easier in the Committee to modify ideas already in the prelim- 
inary document than to inject new ideas. When I wanted to put 
in the idea of encouraging the unilateral cessation of nuclear 
tests by any country, this suggestion was not taken up. 
We had another early morning tangle when, in the action 
section, Okinawa and Korea were expressly mentioned as  fol- 
lows : "against the preparations for atomic war now in progress 
a t  the military bases in Okinawa and Korea." One delegate 
asked that Cyprus, Hungary, and East Germany be added, since 
the specific mention of only Far  Eastern bases was too narrow. 
She said that the Japanese people in particular must con- 
sider other problems of injustice away from their doorstep, 
especially since they had invited delegates from 25 countries to  
the conference. The Chinese delegate answered by saying that 
preparation for atomic war is most serious in East Asia and 
Okinawa, Korea and even Formosa ought be mentioned. I replied 
that we in America feel just as much the threat of atomic war 
and that we have atomic air raid drills - not only in East Asia. 
The Chinese replied that while an atomic war will surely affect 
everybody, i t  is most serious in Eastern Asia and he demanded 
that the document stand as i t  was. The Russian said that his 
country has not a single atomic base in Eastern Europe. He 
urged me to appeal directly to the plenary session if I felt that 
Okinawa and Korea should not be specifically mentioned and that 
Hungary should be added. He volunteered that i t  was his "sincere 
and frank opinion that you should not appeal to the plenary ses- 
sion." Prof. Yasui asked me if the phrase, "Okinawa, Korea, and 
other places," *auld be satisfactory. I asked whether he meant 
North or South Korea! One delegate a t  this point announced 
that she would withdraw from the Conference if Hungary 
and East ~ e r m a n ~  were not specifically mentioned. We de- 
bated this sentence for some time more. Yasui's version re- 
mained, without mention of Hungary or East Germany. I did 
not walk out, but was very disappointed and said that I reserved 
the right to disassociate myself from this part of the statement. 
At 7:20 a.m. we adjourned the one and only meeting of the 
Drafting Committee. We appointed a committee of two to brush 
up the English of all documents. The Declaration and the other 
two statements were read out to the plenary session that after- 
noon and passed by acclamation - with no time allowed for dis- 
cussion. 
The Tokyo Declaration is probably a more responsible docu- 
ment than it was in first draft. It shows a larger meeting of 
minds than many would think possible. While i t  probably does 
not please the Russians and Chinese completely, it  certainly dis- 
pleases Westerners more. It is a document, however, which 
I personally can endorse, if not with any great enthusiasm. I 
also think i t  will not be very effective in America or England, 
partly because of the inclusion of what to me are issues extrane- 
ous to nuclear problems and partly because i t  is not an inspired 
or a sophisticated document. 
The relative responsibility of the Tokyo Declaration was 
underlined by the irresponsibility of a declaration released four 
days after the Conference closed by delegates from 10 Asian- 
African countries (including Russia) attending the Conference. 
The necessity for this Asian-African document is not apparent, 
unless it  was felt that these ten nations could each ride its pet 
international project without any veto from the West. The dec- 
laration discussed such diverse international issues as Egypt, 
Oman, Jordan, Okinawa, and Formosa. According to a United 
Press dispatch the statement not only asked for an immediate 
ban on nuclear tests, but called for "an abandonment of plans for 
nuclear tests a t  Eniwetok in the Marshall Islands and elsewhere." 
This again shows the manifest unfairness in singling out the 
American tests, when i t  could honestly be assumed that Britain 
and Russia were also planning nuclear tests until a t  least a tri- 
partite agreement against tests had been reached. The irony of 
the Asian-African statement is that, within a few days after be- 
ing released, it  was announced that Russia had made further 
nuclear tests - months before any American test a t  Eniwetok. 
The long night together on the Drafting Committee certainly 
made all of us friends, despite wide ideological differences - 
friends we had not been even during the ten days together as 
fellow delegates in the Conference. Following the all-night ses- 
sion, Mr. Kairov gave me a billfold a s  a kind of momento - per- 
haps in return for my stick of chewing gum! Later he "decorat- 
ed" my 12-year-old son who was with me with some kind of Rus- 
sian peace medal. I doubt if he would decorate my son's father! 
My own conclusion is that the Chinese delegates were more 
ideologically prepared for the Conference than the Russians. I 
had the feeling that Mr. Kairov was asked to come more for his 
prestige - and perhaps for the experience of a trip half-way 
around the world - than to do any high-powered negotiating a t  
the Tokyo Conference. At least I felt in some ways he understood 
the nuances of current Soviet policy on disarmament less than 
I did after but a week observing the London negotiations. Cer- 
tainly he did not seem privy to the latest Russian position in 
London. The Chinese, however, seemed to be more knowledge- 
able ideologically, however infinitely polite they were to this one 
American. It is also my tentative conclusion that both the Rus- 
sians and Chinese are sometimes easier to deal with than com- 
munists and near-communists from other countries - for the 
latter appear to be more royal than the king, more unyieldingly 
communist than either the Russians or the Chinese. 
The -1 plenary session was held on August 16th. At this 
session the Tokyo Declaration, as submitted by the Drafting Corn - 
mittee, was adopted - without debate. 
THE TOKYO DECLARATION 2.l lc ur' 
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The Third World Conference against Atomic and Hydrogen 
Bombs and for Disarmament was held in Tokyo from August 6 
to 16, 1957. 
3,981 Japanese delegates and 97 delegates from 25 countries 
and 10 international organizations from Asia, Africa, Europe, 
America and Australia attended the Conference with the com- 
mon purpose of terminating all the preparations for nuclear war. 
As a result of serious discussions in the Conference, we 
have reached agreement on the following points, irrespective of 
differences of social systems, ideological persuasions and re- 
ligious beliefs. 
We regard nuclear tests as a dangerous expression of prep- 
1. arations for nuclear war, and hereby demand that Governments 
concerned conclude an international agreement for an immediate 
1 and unconditional ban on nuclear tests. 
~ e ' d e m a n d  the prohibition of manufacture, stockpiling and 
+ use of nuclear weapons with international control. 
We oppose the introduction of nuclear weapons by the na- 
tions in possession of them to any other countries. 
We demand universal disarmament with controls accepted 
by the countries concerned. If agreement on universal, general 
disarmament is not yet possible, we demand a partial disarm- 
ament agreement. 
, We oppose the establishment and expansion of military bases, 
, especially nuclear bases. 
We recognize that the simultaneous liquidation of all the 
-; military blocs and the abandoning of all military bases and the 
' 
withdrawal of all troops from all foreign territories lessen the 
threat of nuclear war. 
The solution of these questions will contribute to the easing 
of tensions and improvement of the international situation. It 
would also contribute to the restoration or achievement of na- 
tional independence. 
It is essential for us to immediately take effective actions to 
realize our aim. We are determined to do everything in our power 
to stimulate national united actions in our respective countries 
and united international actions. 
Our actions must be especially directed toward the General 
Assembly of the United Nations. We demand this body fulfill 
its important responsibility to the peoples for the prohibition 
of nuclear weapons and for disarmament without further delay. 
We are convinced that the assurance of a future free from 
war, and proven hazards of radiactive fall-out from all tests, is il 
the greatest desire of the peoples of the world. The perspective 
of such a future would bring great solace to the people of Hiro- 
shima and Nagasaki, the first victims of the atomic bombs and 
also the victims of the Bikini hydrogen bomb experiment. 
The ultimate objective of our movement against nuclear 
tests and weapons and for disarmament lies in the outlawing of 
war itself. 
We make this declaration in thp name of the Third World 
Conference against Atomic and Hydrogen Bombs and for Dis- 
armament. 
The two other supplementary documants were also adopted 
without debate, as suggested by  the Drafting Committee. These 
follow unabridged. 
RECOMMENDATIONS ON COMMON ACTIONS 
We, the delegates from all continents together with nearly 
4,000 delegates from Japan, meeting in Tokyo August 6 to 16, 
1957, firmly believe that immediate and unconditional prohibition 
of atomic and hydrogen bombs is absolutely necessary. 
We urgently recommend that the following activities are es- 
sential for the realization of this aim. 
1. Joint action directed toward the U.N. General Assembly of 
this year. The General Assembly of the United Nations scheduled 
to open on September 17,1957 is of vital importance with regard 
to the prohibition of testing of atomic and hydrogen bombs. In 
order to influence the General Assembly and to have the countries 
concerned enter into an agreement on immediate and uncondi- 
tional prohibition of nuclear tests, we recommend the following 
activities : 
a) That a certain date or dates be fixed during October and 
November, in order to organize all forms of activity to demand 
on that day or days the conclusion of an agreement on immediate 
and unconditional prohibition of nuclear tests. 
b) That such action be directed toward the United Nations either 
directly or through the Governments of various countries. 
C) That such action take manifold forms according to the specific 
conditions of individual countries, regions or places, and be or- 
ganized in such a way as to mobilize the widest public opinion. 
2. Joint action directed toward the U.N. Disarmament Subcom- 
mittee. Similar common actions are recommended to urge the 
five Powers participating in the Disarmament Subcommittee 
of the U.N. which is meeting now in London to conclude an agree- 
ment on the prohibition of nuclear tests and bombs as well as 
general or partial disarmament. 
3. Activities directed toward Governments. In accordance with 
the concrete proposal to the U.N. General Assembly and the Dis- 
armament Subcommittee stated above, the peoples of the world 
must vigorously develop activities toward their respective Gov- 
ernments in order to realize the decisions of this Conference. 
4. Strengthening the International Common Action at all levels 
of Populations. It is absolutely necessary for us to develop move- 
ments in each country so as to strengthen international common 
actions of all sections of populations, in order that we may carry 
out the decisions of this Conference. 
a) The results of scientific research both on damages caused by 
radioactivity and on the peaceful use of atomic energy be freely 
exchanged on an international scale. We believe that it is essen- 
tial to convene an international meeting of specialists in the 
nearest possible future. It is desirable that international liaison 
work in this field be extended. 
b) In addition, the exchange of information between scientists 
and between other intellectuals should be developed. 
c) Religious people, youth, women, students, workers, fishermen 
and peasants, etc. must develop international common action 
through their respective organizations as well as through per- 
sonal contacts to strengthen anti-A and H Bombs movements. 
d) Local authorities should be urged to exert influence upon Gov- 
ernments. 
5. To Strengthen the Cooperation of Countries in Afro-Asian 
aqnd Pacific Areas. 
a )  The strengthening of the unity among countries especially of 
Asian and Pacific Areas is of paramount importance in view of 
the fact that the recent nuclear tests and introduction of nuclear 
weapons are continued mainly in this region. It is equally im- 
portant to forge cooperation in the movements in this area against 
preparations for atomic war now in progress at the military 
bases in Okinawa, Korea and other places. This cooperation 
should be strengthened in line with items 1 and 2. 
b) We consider it necessary that a second Afro-Asian Confer- 
ence be convened as soon as possible for the purpose of further- 
ing these aims. 
6. Activities of Relief for  nuclear Bomb Victims. It is desir- 
able to make more widely and internationally known the disas- 
trous consequences of the use of and experiments with nuclear 
bombs and to increase the activities for the relief of the victims. 
APPEAL TO THE UNITED NATIONS AND THE 
GOVERNMENTS OF THE WORLD 
All peoples are eager in their desire for relaxation of in- 
ternational tension, disarmament and prohibition of atomic and 
hydrogen bombs. 
Realizing the aspirations of the peoples, the cessation of 
atomic and hydrogen bomb tests is a matter of prime importance 
a t  the present time. The testing of such bombs is intensifying the 
nuclear weapon race. As many authoritative scientists have 
warned, it increases dangers caused by radioactivity. 
The Third World Conference against Atomic and Hydrogen 
Bombs and for Disarmament, meeting in Tokyo, the capital of 
Japan, the country which has thrice suffered from nuclear bombs, 
with the participation of delegates from all continents, including 
representatives of the A-bomb victims in Hiroshima and Naga- 
saki addresses itself to  the United Nations and Governments of 
the world : 
We demand the United States, Great Britain and the Soviet 
Union enter, immediately and unconditionally, into an agreement 
on the prohibition of atomic and hydrogen bomb tests. 
We demand the United Nations do everything in its power 
for the conclusion of such an agreement. 
We further demand that the Governments of the world make 
every effort to  conclude such an agreement. 
We consider the system of limitation or registration of test- 
ing does not meet our demand. 
The conclusion of such an agreement will pave the way for 
general disarmament, including the prohibition of manufacture, 
use and stockpiling of atomic and hydrogen bombs. 
In the name of d l  the peoples who desire world peace and 
prosperity of mankind, we appeal to the United Nations and the 
Governments of the world to heed our call. 
Because of certain reservcGtions I still had about the  final 
tex t  of the Tokyo Declaration and supplementarg documents, and 
because it was agreed that  I reserved the r ight  to  disso.ciate 
myself from certain o f  the decisions o f  the Drafting Committee, 
I composed a speech during the final plenary session o n  August 
16th. I wanted t o  show why I still felt uneasy about the docu- 
ments  even though I wen t  along w i t h  the final result. Several 
delegaies urged that I be allowed t o  deliver this speech a t  that 
final session, but the Steering Committee voted down this  pro- 
posal, which may have been wise since it turned out that  no other 
substantive speeches were made that final afternoon. I n  any  
case, the speech I never gave follows. 
SPEECH PREPARED FOR THE CLOSING PLENARY SESSION 
I want to begin this address by making two observations 
about my experiences a t  this Conference. First, I have cherished 
working with the delegates, especially my old friends, the In- 
dians, and the Japanese, Chinese, and Russians. We Americans 
have not had much opportunity recently to  work closely, if un- 
officially, with the Chinese and Russian people. These past days 
I have learned to admire the Russians and Chinese, even if we 
have not always agreed with each other. Secondly, I have been 
amazed a t  the resurgence of the peace movement in Japan and 
Asia generally by the Buddhists and other groups represented a t  
this Conference. The potential of organized religion for peace 
has been constantly displayed in the past eleven days. 
I must frankly report that in America I was warned not 
to attend this Conference, since it would be unhesitatingly anti- 
American a t  best and completely pro-communist a t  the worst. 
I almost did not come, but a t  the last minute I felt that to help 
prevent nuclear war is more important than to maintain my 
ideological purity. Also I dared believe that I might help keep the 
Conference on a responsible road. Most of my friends in America 
and Western Europe did not come to Tokyo; and so by their de- 
fault the foreign representation here is even more unbalanced 
than otherwise it would have been. 
My role in this Conference has been to present my own view- 
point on American and world policy to prevent war. I am critical 
of American foreign policy and yet believe I understand some of 
the reasons for present American policy even if I do not agree 
with it. I am afraid, however, that I have been repeatedly mis- 
understood in trying to reflect the fears and policies, not of my- 
self, but of my government, unofficial as I am. I have tried to 
uphold the truth in this Conference, whether i t  happened to co- 
incide with Soviet, America-n, or Indian policy. I have been lonely 
at times - but I hope I have retained my sense of humor, which, 
alas, I have found is not easy to have translated from English into 
Japanese ! 
Last night I worked through the night for eleven hours as a 
member of the Conference Drafting Committee. It was the most 
important and profitable period for me during the Conference. 
I support the final three documents. As the members of the 
Drafting Committee well and perhaps painfully know, I would 
have written quite a different set of documents, but I did not 
come to Tokyo to have all of my own views on war and peace en- 
dorsed. 
I would, however, like to make several observations about 
the Conference documents. Two days ago I objected strongly to 
a document issued as discussion material for Commission I. It 
was later called unofficial, but it  was widely circulated in Jap- 
anese if not in English. It is a transparent summary of the point 
of view in international relations of one ideology. I wrote and 
delivered some comments on this document and the Steering 
Committee agreed to have this distributed in English today. I 
understand that it  will also be available in Japanese if you ask 
for it. 
In drafting the documents last evening, rather this morning 
until 7:30 a.m., I tried, unsuccessfully, to confine them chiefly 
to the cessation of nuclear weapons tests and for universal dis- 
armament with inspection. I strongly urged that any emphases 
on military pacts and bases be omitted. Both American and 
Russian pacts and bases exist. But i t  was not my understanding 
that this was a general peace conference or an Eastern Asia peace 
conference, but one confined chiefly to nuclear problems in their 
relation to war. By the inclusion and emphasis in these state- 
ments on pacts and blocs, I know this document will be less accept- 
able to many in my own country and the West generally who 
would otherwise be moved to action by its contents. Again, I 
wants to make it unmistakably clear that I, personally, am op- 
posed to pacts and bases in all countries and territories, and I 
realize that many of the Japanese people are opposed to  them, 
but there is a time and a place for everything, and pacts and bases 
should be discussed in the context of the relaxation of interna- 
tional tensions generally. 
In  any case, last night and this morning I repeatedly pleaded 
for a responsible statement which would be neither pro-Ameri- 
can nor pro-Russian, but pro-truth, criticizing my country when 
she should be criticized. I believe we succeeded fairly well in our 
three documents, but I would mention two personal reservations. 
I believe that, if we must name names, we must not only 
condemn the continued American occupation in East Asia - 
which I personally condemn - but also the continued Russian 
occupation of Eastern Europe not to mention the continued Brit- 
ish occupation of East Africa (which Reginald Reynolds insists 
that I also mention here). 
Also I believe that we should not show any ideological sensi- 
tivity to radioactive fallout. Yes, the U.S. deserves the utmost 
condemnation for Nagasaki, Hiroshima, and the ashes of death 
over Bikini in March 1, 1954. But megations of radioactive fall- 
out have affected the cells and genes of humanity all over the 
world - fall-out from Russian and British nuclear tests as  well 
as American ones. 
As I leave Japan in a few days for America and chicago, I 
will depart with a clearer understanding of the deep hurt of all 
the Japanese people for being the chief victims of the nuclear 
age. I will also return deeply motivated to continue to help mo- 
bilize the American people for the immediate cessation of nuclear 
weapons tests with monitoring and for universal disarmament 
of all kinds of weapons with inspection. 
Your hospitality, your kindness, your courage I shall never 
forget: Prof. Yasui, Reginald Reynolds, Kakar Kalelkar, Pandit 
Sunderlal, my two American colleagues, the entire Chinese and 
Russian delegations especially, and the many Japanese young 
people connected in various ways with this Conference. 
What unites us as human beings is more important than 
what divides us because we happen to be Americans or Russians 
or Indians or Chinese or Japanese. The divisions of ideology 
must be minimized, if not entirely overcome, so we can conquer 
the common and ultimate enemy - war itself. 
Toward the end of the Conference, the Kyodo News  Service 
of Japan asked m e  to  wr i te  m y  personal impressions of  the Con- 
ference. This  s tory was released to  their member newspapers, 
both in Japanese and in English, on  August 24th. The article 
was published in,  among others, The Japan Times on that date. 
The t e r n ,  peace lover, was  used o f t en  during the Conference and 
one of the Russian delegates once accused m e  of acting "more like 
a diplomat than a peace lover." 
CONFESSIONS OF A PEACE LOVER 
As an American attending the Third World Conference 
Against A- and H-Bombs and For Disarmament, I have been 
asked to give my impressions of this recent event. I gladly do 
so, although the Conference has just ended and my initial con- 
clusions do not have the healing perspective of time. 
I have two chief impressions of the Conference. First is 
my personal knowledge now of the deep hurt of most of the Jap- 
anese people for being the chief victims of the nuclear age. I 
knew this intellectually before ever coming to Japan; but now I 
have acquired this knowledge emotionally, even before I journey 
in a few days to Hiroshima and Nagasaki. 
Secondly, I take away from the Conference the conviction 
that individuals from different nations, religions, languages, and 
ideologies can somehow reach a minimum of agreement on the 
most important issue of our time: the ending of war. 
I came to Tokyo for three basic reasons. First, I wanted, as 
an American, personally to apologize to the Japanese people for 
my country's needlessly dropping the atomic bombs on Hiroshima 
and Nagasaki. Secondly, I wanted to obtain the best thinking 
from persons of many nations on how to solve the complex polit- 
ical problems so fa r  preventing the abolition of nuclear tests and 
the adopting of a general disarmament agreement. Thirdly, I 
hoped that some declaration might be made on the general inter- 
national situation affecting tests and disarmament, one which 
would inspire people around the world and not merely reflect the 
position of one ideological bloc. I was able, with my two Ameri- 
can collegues, to express publicly our apologies to the Japanese 
people. As for careful discussions about the outstanding prob- 
lems of tests and disarmament, this was not possible in depth 
a t  the Conference. Delegates came to Tokyo with more emotional 
conviction than with political or scientific facts. As for the third 
hope, more later. 
I think it is fairly well known that questions were raised 
in America (and in England) about private peace organizations 
sending representatives to this World Conference. It was felt 
that the Conference would be a t  least anti-American and possibly 
pro-Soviet. In the end only one responsible American peace or- 
ganization sent an official delegate. Yet several of us from Ameri- 
ca decided to come to Tokyo as individuals, despite deep mis- 
givings. 
I came to Tokyo - without any subsidy from the Japan 
Council - because I value working for peace more highly than 
any ideological purity I might maintain. I decided to come after 
being assured by some friends in Japan that the Conference 
would not be so ideologically tied to one bloc that it would be 
hopeless for even a liberal American to attend. While I have 
learned, the hard way, that i t  is useless in America to try to 
work organizationally with communists, I felt that one must 
risk working with communists on the international level if there 
is a t  least an even chance to influence final decisions. (I  never 
got involved with the World Peace Council because I knew it was 
competely dominated). Thus I realized the dangers of attending 
the Tokyo Conference : that the sponsors desperately wanted 
American participation, that I would be "used," etc. But I mod- 
estly felt that perhaps I could make a potentially important con- 
ference actually more responsible than it otherwise would have 
been. Needless to say, I came as a private citizen without asking 
or receiving permission from the U.S. government. 
My initial political impression was one of disappointment. I 
found that, by default, the Tokyo Conference was more one-sided 
than I- had even feared. After the first two days, I repeatedly 
asked myself, "What am I doing here?" I almost decided to give 
up, as I watched myself being politically seduced - put on im- 
portant committees, etc. - as only those who have been violated 
can testify. 
However, I did not give up, although I initially found it  dif- 
ficult to spot any friendly ideological accomplices except one old 
friend from Europe. I still felt that I had to put first things 
first - and that was to help stop atomic tests and war, not to 
pursue my personal battle against communism and communist 
intrigue in liberal efforts. Early in the Conference I had occasion 
to make my declaration of independence when, in a public ad- 
dress, I indicated that none of the responsible American' organiza- 
tions working for peace is tied to the World Peace Council which 
recently met in Ceylon. This immediately separated ideological 
friends from foes, for some of the delegates in Tokyo had earlier 
attended the Ceylon meetings. Other than this speech, I tried not 
to be divisive. When a new Steering Committee was appointed 
after the first half of the Conference, I was not reappointed. The 
other two American delegates were apparently considered "more 
reasonable." 
The round of commissions, committees, receptions, and taxi 
rides seemed to be endless. I would go to bed at midnight and 
arise at five in the morning to write out a speech. Late one eve- 
ning I received a routine packet of materials from the secretariat 
and found one long document (prepared for the next day's com- 
mission meetings) which had a strong communist bias. I arose 
early and wrote a long reply to this document, indicating a few 
of the many political untruths. Because of my protests, the Steer- 
ing Committee later agreed to call this background document 
"unofficial," although by then it was widely distributed especially 
in Japanese. Later my answer was circulated by the secretariat. 
My point all along was not that I insisted on justification of pres- 
ent American foreign policy. I myself am critical of it. But I 
did not want Conference documents to reflect straight Soviet 
policy any more than American policy. I wanted human docu- 
ments, not nationalistic ones. 
The climax to the negotiations came when the Drafting Com- 
mittee was appointed on the last evening of the Conference, be- 
ing given the task of preparing the Tokyo Declaration and two 
associated documents. Why I was placed on this Drafting Corn- 
mittee I shall probably never know. . . . 
In the end, the Drafting Committee produced a responsible 
declaration which cannot be seriously challenged by East or West. 
I would have omitted some items and worded other items quite 
differently. It is not a very inspiring or a very sophisticated doc- 
ument. I did get included my conviction (which I hope is not 
only American) that the problem is more subtle than merely to 
"ban the bomb." Inspection and control must always be coupled 
with the end of testing and the beginning of disarmament. Con- 
ventional weapons must be tied to atomic disarmament; Eastern 
manpower must be reduced as well as Western atomic power. 
I regret that the subject of military blocs and military bases 
was included in the Conference documents. Even as an Ameri- 
can, I am personally opposed to military blocs of all kinds (NATO 
and the Warsaw group) and to military bases of all kinds (Oki- 
nawa and Hungary) . . . . Try as  I might, I got only one per- 
son to support the inclusion of Hungary in this list - and 
other Soviet bases surely could be also included. 
Nevertheless, the Tokyo Declaration seems to me to be a fair  
summary of the demands that the citizens of any nation, includ- 
ing my own, could make today to save humanity from the hazards 
- 
of radioactive fallout and of nuclear war. My total experiences 
in Tokyo justify my coming to the Conference and, upon return- 
ing, suggesting to American and European organizations that 
they send knowledgeable and outspoken delegates to future con- 
ferences on this issue. The political hazards of any future Con- 
ference remain, but the greater hazards of nuclear war make me 
feel that Americans as individual citizens must never cut them- 
selves off from Russians or Chinese - and the many people in 
between. 
Also, let me add, that I was glad to have had the opportunity 
to work personally with members of the Chinese and Russian 
deIegations. We American have had too few . opportunities to 
work with them, person to person, in recent years. I felt that I 
could work with the Russians and the Chinese, without always or 
often agreeing with them. And yet the common areas of agree- 
ment, despite deep ideological differences, are more - than one 
might suspect. 
Thus I leave Japan grateful for the opportunity of attending 
the Third World Conference. Some of my political doubts are still 
not answered. I think, in balance, that my attendance has been 
worth any personal risks and political loneliness involved. And 
my experiences with all kinds of Japanese people, including the 
hardworking students who did the translating, only confirm the 
reputation of Japan in America as being a country to which one 
must someday soon return. 
About a dozen foreign delegates were  invited to  visit the 
c i t y  o f  Osaka on August 19th to  address a huge raUy sponsored 
b y  the Osaka Council Against Atomic and Hydrogen Bombs. M y  
speech delivered on  that occasion gives some of  my parting im- 
pressions to  the people of Japan. 
SPEECH AT THE OSAKA ANTI-ATOM RALLY 
I am happy to come to Osaka to speak clearly against nuclear 
tests and for disarmament. First, as- an individual American, I 
want to apologize to the Japanese people, and thus to  you this 
evening, for my country's dropping the atomic bombs on Hiro- 
shima and Nagasaki. This is a crime against the Japanese people 
and against all humanity which can never be forgiven. These 
bombings can never be justified as necessary to win the war, 
as some of my countrymen have repeatedly tried to do. 
Second, as an individual American, I want to tell you that 
there are many Americans who want to see an immediate end to  
nuclear weapons tests and an immediate beginning of a compre- 
hensive disarmament agreement, including both nuclear and so- 
called conventional weapons, and with inspection safeguards. 
Many American want nuclear tests stopped immediately. Some 
Americans, including myself, would like to see America stop tests 
unilaterally - whether Russia or Britain would do so or not. 
We Americans have perfect freedom to oppose tests inside our own 
country and even to travel to speak about this issue. Some of my 
American friends have opposed the tests by going to the testing 
graunds in Nevada and trying to stop the tests on the day of an 
plosion. They were arrested two week ago, but they made a 
ersonal protest, risking their lives with radiation. They did 
t sit back and feel that they were helpless in affecting this 
molicy issue. I hope citizens of Britain and Russia will also oppose 
-'%ests in this manner, a technique first proposed by Mahatma 
Gandhi of India. 
Third, as an individual American, and one not always in 
sympathy with the foreign policies of my government and of 
secretary John Foster Dulles, I want to tell you that America has 
made some constructive proposals a t  the U.N. Disarmament 
Subcommittee meetings in London. These negotiations affect the 
future of all humanity. I was recently in London to observe these 
negotiations. America and Russia must both compromise further 
in London. Believe me, the present stalemate or deadlock is not 
due exclusively to my nation or Russia. 
Fourth, I have been disappointed and a t  times saddened, in 
my brief weeks in Japan, at the hate I have seen expressed against 
American foreign policy. I understand why some of you may dis- 
like some of us Americans - Hiroshima, Nagasaki, the ashes of 
death over Bikini, and so forth. Hatred breeds misunderstanding 
and you should realize that the majority of Americans were no 
more responsible for Hiroshima than the majority of Japanese 
were responsible for Pearl Harbor. And in nuclear matters, you 
should try to understand America's position if not agreeing with 
it. In any case, I hope you will oppose continued nuclear tests by 
Russia as well as by America and Britain. You must oppose the 
nuclear arming of Russian bases in Eastern Europe as well as 
the nuclear arming of American bases in Eastern Asia. Other- 
wise this movement against nuclear tests and weapons is basically 
dishonest, with the leaders using the popular revulsion of the 
people against tests for their own selfish, political motives. 
Fifth and last, I hope that the Japanese people will never 
repeal section nine of the new constitution which outlaws arma- 
ments. Japan will be remembered in history by this forward 
step. Instead of trying to change your constitution, help other 
countries, including America, to insert such an article in their 
constitutions. Thus never yourselves try to arm Japan with 
atomic and hydrogen weapons. I have no doubt that, with your 
industrial ingenuity, Japan could fast become a nuclear power. 
But I hope Japan will be remembered, not as the fourth or fifth 
nuclear power in the world, but as a nation for world peace, in 
the spirit of the Buddha and of other great religious leaders. 
And ask your government in the United Nations to take more 
vigorous leadership in the outlawing of nuclear tests - beyond 
mere limitation and registration of tests. 
Now, in the words of the Tokyo Declaration, let us abolish 
nuclear tests now! Let us have general disaxmament now and 
thus abolish all nuclear weapons ! Let us outlaw war itself! 
APPENDIX 
This  pamphlet is a personal history and not meant to  be a 
comprehesive sumrnury o f  the Tokyo C o n f e r e w e .  However, the 
speeches of  the heads of the Russian and Chinese delegations may 
be o f  interest.  They  are reprinted unabridged. 
SPEECH BY MR. IVAN A. KAIROV OF THE U.S.S.R. 
TO THE PLENARY SESSION 
Our country, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, did 
not suffer casualties from an atomic bomb. But we know well 
what a war brings about. We know well what sorrow is, what 
tears of mothers, children and orphans are, and what the destruc- 
tion of great cultural monuments which men have created and 
men cannot recreate. We hate death, and we love life, creation, 
and labor. It is for this reason that we oppose wars and nuclear 
weapons and insist on the solely peaceful use of atomic energy 
for the happiness of mankind. We are especially familiar with the 
aspirations of the courageous Japanese people. We agree with 
Professors Kaoru Yasui and Yoshitaro Hirano on their warnings 
and concern over the fate of the Japanese people in connection 
with the nuclear and thermonuclear weapons. 
We were deeply impressed by the courage and humanitarian 
feeling of patriots, Dr. Ichiro Moritaki, Miss Chieko Watanabe 
and Miss Hisako Nagata who experienced the tragedies of Hiro- 
shima and Nagasaki, and who have collected a great number of 
signatures of Japanese people, and now are demanding that pro- 
duction and testing of nuclear weapons must cease. We under- 
stand and support their struggle. The Supreme Soviet of our 
country supported the resolution of the Japanese Diet on the 
suspension of production and use of atomic and hydrogen bombs. 
On July 28 of this year a t  the opening ceremony of the Sixth 
World Festival of Youth and Students for Peace and Friendship, 
the young participants from 122 countries passed in front of the 
rostrums of the Lenin Stadium. When the Japanese delegation 
entered the Stadium, they carried a placard together with their 
national flag. We read on it  the words, "'No More Hiroshimas." 
A hundred thousand Soviet people and about fifty thousand 
foreign people stood up, to greet the Japanese delegation. This 
enthusiastic reaction was a vigorous protest of the freedom-lov- 
ing people against nuclear weapons and also an expression of 
warm sympathy toward the Japanese people who first suffered 
from the bombardment of atomic bombs. 
The atomic war does not threaten the Eastern countries 
alone. The security of the European people is an equally urgent 
problem a t  the present time. For the last several months meas- 
ures were taken to station nuclear weapons in the West European 
countries, and a resolution was adopted by the headquarters 
of the North Atlantic bloc to arm with atomic weapons the armies 
of the member nations of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization, 
including West Germany. Concentration of atomic weapons in 
Europe and competitive armament of European countries dread- 
fully increases the threat of atomic war. Consequently, we are 
required to take counter-measures to prevent i t  before i t  is too 
late. And for that purpose, we must reject the introduction of 
nuclear weapons into foreign countries, and stop the atomic race 
among the nations. The attitude of the Soviet Government about 
nuclear weapons has already been definitely determined. The 
attitude is not fixed afresh. The repeated statements of the Su- 
preme Soviet and the Soviet Government directed to Great Brit- 
ain and the United States and other countries of the world, and 
the proposals of our country since 1946 especially a t  the U.N. Sub- 
committees in 1954, 1955, 1956, and 1957 clearly prove it. 
We say, very frankly and sincerely, we are ready to stop 
production and stockpiling of nuclear weapons. We are ready to 
stop immediately the testing of atomic and hydrogen bombs 
either forever or temporarily if two other big powers shoulder 
the same obligation. We are ready to enter immediately into such 
an agreement. We present the problem in a very obvious form: 
Let us immediately stop the production of atomic and hydrogen 
bombs even for two or three years. The settlement of the prob- 
lem now depends on the Governments of the United States and 
Great Britain. 
We regret to say we have received direct rebuffs from these 
Gowrnments under the disguise of postponement of the delib- 
eration or proposals which deviate the problem. I refer to the 
registration system of the test explosions, or the recommendation 
that our government first stop the experiments by way of an ex- 
ample, or the problem of German unification. What can be said 
about this recommendation? By the advice of an honorable 
American delegate I shall speak very clearly. We consider that 
the proposal of prior registration of the testing not only fails to 
solve immediately the problem of prohibition of test explosions 
of atomic and hydrogen bombs, but also, on the contrary, it 
postpones the solution of the problem; and ultimately i t  will be 
recognition on principle of the production of nuclear weapons. 
This proposal will protect and legalize competition in nuclear 
weapons. A new proposal to prohibit the testings for ten months 
instead of two or three years has just been made. Scientists think 
that the preparation for a new nuclear explosion takes one whole 
year. If it is true, i t  means that such a proposal can not make 
any substantial contribution to the prohibition of atomic and 
hydrogen bombs. It means that the first stage of the experiment 
being over, the new experiment is to follow with the start of new 
preparations. As for the recommendation of unilateral cessation 
of testing of atomic and hydrogen bombs, we would like to say 
that experience reveals that unilateral actions do not serve any 
useful purpose. When the Soviet Union unilaterally reduced con- 
siderably its armed forces and withdrew its only military base in 
Finland, other countries did not follow suit. On the contrary, 
they intensified the arms race and the stationing of nuclear 
weapons in foreign territories. If the Soviet Union stops test 
explosions of its own and other countries possessing nuclear 
weapons continue to test them, then the Soviet Union will lag 
behind and other countries will try to gain an advantage. And 
does not such an inequality encourage unreasonable conduct, hos- 
tile to peace, by some aggressive countries and will not those 
countries regard what we did as the subjugation to their "policy 
of strength ?" 
I agree with the statements of the delegates of the U.S.A. 
and England concerning the prohibition of nuclear weapons. I 
consider that they agree with my statement. I t  is necessary now 
to put words into practice. Let us adopt immediately by mutual 
efforts a law prohibiting nuclear weapons and experiments with 
them. We are prepared to revoke the Warsaw Treaty, but a t  the 
same time NATO, SEAT0 and. the Baghdad Pact should be re- 
oked. We propose to create a collective security system. 
The aim of the struggle against nuclear weapons must be 
achieved by the efforts of the peoples of the world. Of great sig- 
ificance for the achievement of this aim is the movement of 
peace-loving people. The Presidium of the Soviet Peace Com- 
mittee a t  its enlarged meeting discussed the decisions of the 
Columbo Session of the World Council of Peace and gave them 
firm support. 
Soviet people engaged in activities for the protection of peace 
welcome and support the idea of concluding an agreement on: 
the banning of nuclear weapons and of calling a Congress in 
1958 for protection of peace and protest against military use of 
atomic energy. Here is Tokyo, in the name of all the peace-loving 
people, that is, in the name of all the adults in our country, we 
pledge ourselves to establish with the Japanese people broad 
solidarity in the struggle for peace, for the prohibition of nuclear 
test explosions, for the banning of the production and use of 
atomic weapons and for blocking the road to atomic war and es- 
tablishing the work for the protection of peace by cooperative 
efforts of the community of our country, the Soviet Peace Com- 
mittee, women's, youth and scientific organizations, religious 
bodies and other organizations and individuals, hand in hand 
with the Japanese social organizations and individuals. 
Science in modern times has attained an extremely high 
standard yet undreamed of. The development of atomic energy 
has created a new age in human history. Nuclear scientists bear 
a grave responsibility when their discoveries are not of use to 
the peaceful work of human beings but are applied to the slaught- 
er of peoples. We pay due respect to the nuclear scientists of 
America, Germany, and other countries who insist on the use of 
atomic energy for peaceful and not for military purposes. We 
must set a great store by the conference of scientists held at 
Pugwash in Canada. The time is now ripe for calling a meeting 
of the scientists of the whole world to make their voice reach 
every corner of the world, calling for the use of atomic energy 
for the happiness and peace of the people and crying against 
atomic war. 
The future generation will remember with gratitude all 
the people who have devoted themselves to the divine purpose 
of the salvation of mankind in a crisis of this kind. In the name 
of our'delegation, I would like to express our thanks to the organ- 
izers of this Conference, to the organizations of Japan dedicated 
to the cause of peace, and to the citizens of Tokyo, and to all the 
Japanese people for inviting us to this Conference and for the 
hospitality and courtesy we have received here. We feel confident 
that the problems presented to this Conference, problems of 
prohibiting the testing, production and use of dreadful nuclear 
weapons will be solved by the unified efforts of all progressive 
peoples. Long live life and peace all over the world! 
SPEECH BY MR. TSAl TlNG-KAl OF CHINA 
TO THE PLENARY SESSION 
Mr. Chairman, dear Japanese friends and fellow delegates 
from all other countries of the Third World Conference : It is my 
great pleasure to participate in the Plenary Session of the Third 
World Conference Against A- and H-Bombs and For Disarma- 
ment after the end of the preliminary sessions and to meet more 
friends, in particular our Japanese friends who are now a t  the 
forefront of the movement fighting against nuclear weapons. On 
behalf of the Chinese delegation, I bring hearty congratulations 
from the Chinese people to this Conference and our greetings 
to fellow delegates from other countries. Let us also pay tribute 
to our Japanese friends for their great effort struggling valiantly 
for the banning of nuclear weapons. 
It is of peculiar significance that our Conference is held 
here in Japan and now in August. We know very well that twelve 
years ago this month two atomic bombs were dropped in succes- 
sion over Hiroshima and Nagasaki, which caused great suffering 
to the Japanese people. Three years ago the H-bomb test a t  the 
Bikini Atoll brought further misfortune to the Japanese people. 
It is painful for any man with a conscience to contemplate these 
events, which intensify his hatred for war, particularly his hatred 
for nuclear weapons. The movement for the prohibition of nu- 
clear weapons grew quickly during the last twelve years and 
now engulfs the whole world. "Never Again Atomic Bombs" and 
"No More Hiroshimas" are phrases which express the universal 
will of righteous people throughout the world. Strong forces are 
gathered to prevent nuclear war from occurring. These forces 
grow stronger and stronger day by day. 
The Chinese people is fully engaged in the peaceful construc- 
tion of their own country. They are particularly aware of the 
* importance of peace owing to their own experiences. We believe 
that it  is our sacred task to fight against war and to defend world 
peace. We firmly demand the banning of nuclear weapons and all 
weapons of mass destruction. We insist that test explosions of 
these weapons should be banned immediately and that atomic 
energy should serve to increase the welfare of all mankind. 
What the peoples of the world demand is not war but peace, 
not the threat of nuclear weapons but a happy and peaceful life. 
For this end the Chinese people will work steadfastly together 
with the Japanese people and the peoples of all other countries. 
With just these purposes in mind we came to this Conference. 
We came from different continents, different countries, different 
cities, and different villages. We have different professions, ideas 
and beliefs. I think, however, we have one urgent aspiration in 
common. We demand that an agreement on the prohibition of 
nuclear weapons and disarmament between the countries con- 
cerned be concluded as soon as possible. In particular, we demand 
that nuclear test explosions be stopped immediately and uncon- 
ditionally. No pretext must succeed in confusing what is wrong 
with what is right. Under no circumstances must the solution 
of the issue be delayed or evaded. Our struggles are directed 
towards the same end. We are determined to defeat those who 
clamor for and issue threats of nuclear war. We must prevent 
the introduction of nuclear weapons into other countries and the 
establishment of atomic bases in other countries in order to avoid 
the disaster of nuclear warfare. Our common noble aims are to 
prevent war and defend peace. Our common desires are the 
friendly cooperation among, and peaceful co-existence of, all 
countries. Let all those who earnestly entertain these aims unite 
together to urge all governments (in particular those govern- 
ments which try to  manufacture complications in the problem 
of abolition of nuclear weapons and the stopping of nuclear test 
explosi 
mands 
deeds. 
ons) to accept reasonable proposals, to satisfy the de- 
of the people and to prove their good intentions by their 
It is certain that the force of all the peoples will finally 
triumph over the force of war and dispel the threat of nuclear 
weapons. 
The emotional environment of  the Tokyo Conference was a 
nation which has been the only victim of  atomic bombings and 
perhaps the chief victim of nuclear weapons tests. Consequently 
the Conference was appropriately convened in Japan on August 
sixth - the twelfth anniversary of the bombing 04 Hiroshima. 
Many delegates visited Hiroshim and Nagasaki at the con- 
clusion of  the Conference. M y  impressions of  Hiroshima are 
recorded as dispatched to the English-language daily, The Hin- 
dustan Times o f  New Delhg. 
HIROSHIMA - TVVLEVE YEARS AFTER 
From one viewpoint, Hiroshima is the saddest city in the 
world. More than 100,000 of her citizens perished by one atomic 
bomb. On the other hand Hiroshima today has fast become re- 
built. During my visit the bomb was superficially forgotten as 
the city high school won, for the first time in 27 years, the all- 
Japan baseball championship. There were parades and festivities 
as in other sports-conscious cities around the world. 
What are the emotional and physical scars left on this first 
city to be the victim of the nuclear age? What can the world 
do to help heal the scars? These questions may be of special 
interest as i t  was announced that Prime Minister Nehru may 
include Hiroshima in his forthcoming visit to Japan. Indeed, 
I nominate this city as the site for any future meeting of the Big 
Three or the Big Four. The leaders of America, Britain, and 
Russia would think twice about continued preparations for nu- 
clear war if they actually could visit this city. 
From Tokyo, Hiroshima is overnight by fast train. One 
comes into the city realizing that it looks like any other city in 
Japan or the world - freight yards, large buildings, and slums. 
Yet one knows that i t  is not like any other city in the world except 
Nagasaki. Within a few minutes from the station one is whisked 
by taxi through the built-up business area - with several six- 
story department stores - to what is called peace park, an island 
formed by several of the rivers of Hiroshima- One keeps looking 
for signs of devastation, but one sees none. Instead there is a 
graceful new peace bridge, with a striking concrete railing 
designed to represent the sun. Within the broad expanse of the 
park there are three new buildings, breath-taking in their imag- 
inative modernity. One is the new city auditorium. The second 
is the peace museum, on great concrete stilts. The third is the 
elegant New Hiroshima Hotel. 
On further exploration, one sees a monument, comparatively 
small, but built in rare taste. This is the cenotaph, the stone 
casket in which apparently have been deposited the names of 
those known to have died by the bombing. Each August sixth 
there is a great ceremony in front of the cenotaph and the names 
of newly-identified victims or recently-expired ones are added. 
Some 185 such names were added this year. The stone casket is 
covered by a modern concrete arch, designed by a famous Jap- 
anese-American sculptor. To an American this arch looks like a 
19th century covered wagon, stylized in concrete. Thiq cenotap;h 
has become the shrine of Hiroshima and modern, postwar Japan. 
Thousands of persons from Japan and all over the world flock 
to it each day. Important Demonages leave flowers-s~~ch as they 
do at  the Rajghat in Delhi. 
Looking through the arch of the cenotaph, I suddenlv spotted 
mv first ruin of the bomb - a large stone building some half- 
mile away. Its original iron girders were tqrn and twisted bv the 
bombing. This was an industrial exhibit hall and now is almost 
the only remaining exhibit of the physical damage. Excent for 
this ghastly relic, the city is built up aqain. One can only marvel 
a t  the resilience of the .human species! Of the fe1.r buildings 
which remained near the center of the blast. the citv hall still 
stands. It was, however, completely ruined inside bv fire. It has 
now been renovated, but the scars remain on the outside brown- 
stone. 
The atomic museum is, as one would suDpose, a disaqreeable 
affair in which the visitor does not want to tarrv except for duty. 
There are lurid diaqrams and bits of cloth and charred stone. 
One vivid momento is a wrist-watch recently dug from the debris, 
with the hands stopped a t  8 9 5  - the terrible moment of the 
blast. Also in Hiroshima exist shadows of human beinqs on 
bridges and other artifacts, the only existing remains of the un- 
fortunate victims. 
To the survivors of the bombing, there is one piece of per- 
sonal data which means more than age, sex, occupation or marital 
status. How far  was he or she from the hypocenter when the . 
bomb exploded? Each survivor knows by heart this important 
bit of information. For a lucky few, it is 500 meters. For many 
it is 1,500 meters. For some i t  is more. 
Memories of the August 6th bombing today are chiefly in- 
ternal. About 100,000 persons still walk the streets of Hiroshima 
who remember that August morning when an American airplane 
dropped something "unusual" from a parachute The statistics 
are grim. Varying estimates place the immediate deaths from 
70,000 to 170,000 persons - from heat, blast, radiation, and sub- 
sequent fires - with from 30,000 to 80,000 persons in addition 
dying within two months from a number of causes. Of the sur- 
vivors, an estimated 50,000 have left Hiroshima and are now 
living in other parts of Japan. Of the survivors remaining in 
Hiroshima, some 70,000 have already registered under the new 
survivors health benefit act. It is estimated that of these, six to 
eight thousand need immediate medical attention. 
For three years the Japanese people paid one extra yen post- 
age around New Years and with the funds they built a new 100- 
bed Atom Bomb Hospital in Hiroshima and are building a similar 
institution in Nagasaki. The Japanese Diet within the past year 
enacted a new law giving free examinations and hospitalization 
to atomic bomb victims. Today the Hiroshima Atom Bomb Hos- 
pital is filled with patients and there is a stream of out-patients. 
Also the municipal and prefectural hospitals in Hiroshima have 
a few atomic patients under government subsidy. 
To visit the patients in the Atom Bomb Hospital is a tragic 
duty. Some are dying from leukemia. Others are deathly sick 
from anemia. Some are in the hospital for plastic surgery to heal 
crippled limbs. I visited Hiroshima with my 12-*year-old son and 
he had the privilege of visiting a l3-year-old boy who was having 
surgery on an arm to give it fuller use. He was but a baby of 
one year when the bomb fell. 
Most poignant are the young women of Hiroshima - maid- 
ens - who were disfigured by the bombing. Even a decade after 
the event, they lived tragic lives, with no chances of marriage 
and severe psychological scars deep inside. Mr. Norman Cousins, 
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the American editor, on a visit to Hiroshima saw these girls 
meeting in the local Methodist church. He conceived the idea of 
bringing 25 of these Hiroshima Maidens to America for a series 
of plastic surgery operations. 
A big American air force plane, in an ironic act of atone- 
ment, carried these girls to New York City where they stayed 
for a year while undergoing a series of the latest operations. One 
girl died, but the others returned home, some with new faces, all 
with new personalities. Those whose scars remained found an 
inner healing because of the love and attention given them by 
adoptive families in whose homes around New York City they 
lived. Another group of Hiroshima Maidens, who could not go to 
America, are receiving expert plastic surgery today in Hiroshima, 
a t  the hands of Japanese physicians who received special train- 
ing in America. The whole Hiroshima Maidens project, initiated 
by Mr. Cousins and supported by many Americans, is a small 
repayment of a debt that many Americans feel they owe all the 
survivors of their bomb. 
Mayor Tadao Watanabe of Hiroshima harbors no bitterness 
about the American bombing of his city. When told by individual 
Americans of their personal regret that their government dropped 
the bomb he says that America is  not to be .blamed, but the whole 
war system. Modern wars, he insists, make the use of uncivilized 
weapons inevitable. Thus if Americans want to atone, they can 
begin by stopping nuclear weapons tests and the preparation for 
nuclear war. 
Americans, Indians - almost anybody visiting Hiroshima - 
feel compelled to  help the survivors. There are councils of the 
survivors of Hiroshima numbering some 30,000 persons. The 
head of these councils, Mr. Fujii, was recently asked what the 
individuals of any nation might do to be of tangible help to the 
survivors. He underlined the necessity of working politically 
against further nuclear tests and for disarmament. In  addition, 
he made one concrete suggestion. One third of the survivors who 
need immediate medical attention cannot go to the hospital be- 
cause their families depend on their incomes. Although i t  is hoped 
that sometime soon the Japanese Diet might amend the existing 
law to give a subsidy to needy patients hospitalized, such help is 
not now available. Thus many survivors who should be hospital- 
ized are, in fact, cpntinuing as home-makers or wage-earners. 
Mr. Fujii suggested that if individuals from all countries could - 
donate the equivalent of 15 dollars a month, this would make it 
possible for one more survivor to go into the hospital who other- 
wise could not leave home or job for such a purpose. Such funds 
can be sent to Mayor Watanabe for disbursement through his 
Atomic Patients Treatment Council, on which is a representative 
group of citizens including leading physicians. 
On a hill high above Hiroshima are the imposing buildings 
of the Atom Bomb Casualty Commission - ABCC. This is an 
unofficial American-Japanese institution conducting research on 
the genetic and physiological effects of the bombing. Since its 
purpose is research and not primarily treatment, the institution 
has come in for a good deal of misunderstanding by the bomb 
survivors. American funds and American scientists can never 
atone, but this institution is trying conscientiously to secure data 
for posterity, however little such data may help the immediate 
survivors. 
It is the lingering aspects of radioactivity from the bomb 
which make it so different from ordinary bombs. Twelve years 
after the event, people in Hiroshima suddenly become sick - 
and die. So far  these past twelve months, 19 persons have died 
from the direct effects of the bombing in 1945. The latest case 
was of a physician who died of a liver ailment on August 25th 
caused directly by radiation received 12 years previously. 
It must be remembered that all the suffering, all the devas- 
tation on Hiroshima was caused by what is called now an "old- 
fashioned" bomb. Now super-bombs are being made by a t  least 
three nations which are said to be 1,000 times as devastating 
as the "baby bomb" that was dropped on Hiroshima. On the 
cenotaph it is written in Japanese, "Repose ye in peace, for the 
error shall never be repeated." Never? Surely not by those 
human beings who have had the sad privilege to visit Hiroshima. 
The requests to an American delegate at the Tokyo Confer- 
ence for speeches and articles were overwhelming. A list of 
speaking engagements fdows,  with an asterisk indicating those 
speeches and writings included in this pamphlet. 
SPEAKING ENGAGEMENTS OF HOMER A. JACK 
Aug. 5 - Informal greetings to Steering Committee, Uni- 
versity Graduates Club. 
*Aug. 6 - Responding address a t  opening session, Uni- 
versity Graduates Club. "Responding Address." 
Aug. 6 - Speech to Hiroshima Day rally a t  Suginami 
Public Hall, where Japan Council was started. 
Audience of 3,000 persons. 
*Aug. 7 - Speech on the peace movement in America, Uni- 
versity Graduates Club. "An Inventory of Peace 
Efforts Within the United States." 
Aug. 9 - Speech in Buddhist Temple in ~ o k ~ o '  at  reli- 
gious rites memorializing the ninth anniversary 
of the bombing of Nagasaki. 
Aug. 11 - Speech to rally at the beach of Kamakura. Audi- 
ence of 2,000 persons. 
*Aug. 12 - Speech a t  opening plenary session, Tokyo Gym- 
nasiuin. "Address to the 'Opening Plenary Ses- 
sion." 
Aug. 13 - Speech at Religion Commission, Nakane Public 
Hall. 
*Aug. 14 - Speech in Commission I, Suginami Public Hall. 
"Commentary on Document for Commission I." 
Aug. 15 - TV interview, Station NTV, Tokyo. 
*Aug. 15 - Public lecture before plenary session, Kyoritsu 
Auditorium. "Commentary on the London Dis- 
armament Negotiations." 
A u ~ .  16 - Roundtable discussion over station CBS with 
French (Mme. Monad) and Chinese (Mr. Chew) 
delegates and a Japanese moderator (Mr. Sai- 
onji) . 
Aug. 17 - Speech to leaders of liberal religion in Tokyo, 
Ginza Restaurant. 
Aug. 18 - Sermon on '"Religion and Nuclear Affairs" at 
Unity Church, Tokyo. 
*Aug. 19 - Speech before Osaka Council Against A- and 
H-bombs. 15,000 persons. 
Aug. 23 - Speech at private dinner given by Mayor Tadao 
Watanabe of Hiroshima. 
Aug. 24 - Speech a t  private luncheon given by Nagasaki 
Council Against A- and H-Bombs. 
Aug* 25 - Speech a t  7th annual conference of the Japanese 
Fellowship of Reconciliation, Ottoen Communi- 
ty, Kyoto. 
Aug. 25 - Speech a t  private dinner given by Mayor Tan- 
aka of Kyoto. 
THE AUTHOR 
Dr. Homer A. Jack attended the World Conference Against 
A- and H-Bombs and for  Disarmament as  an American deiegate. 
Minister of the Unitarian Church of Evanston, Illinois, since 
1948, Dr. Jack has long been active in the field of race relations 
and international affairs. He is editor of several anthologies, 
including "To Albert Schweitzer" and "The Gandhi Reader" 
(Indiana University Press). As a religious journalist, Dr. Jack 
has toured Africa and Asia extensively, attending the Asian- 
African Conference in Bandung in 1955 and the Ghana inde- 
pendence celebrations in Accra in 1957. He writes regularly for 
The Christian Century (Chicago), Peace News (London), Opin- 
ion (Durban), and The Hindustan Times (New Delhi). 
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Additional copies of this pamphlet may be obtained from the 
Unitarian Church of Evanston, 1405 Chicago Avenue, Evanston, 
Illinois, for 50c postpaid. Quantity prices on request. 
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